eae ww es iF FE 


ae, 


oo ww ona 


o~ 








Vol. XVIII — No. 16 





. manly tw 
\ aw (ah TWICE A MONTH 
30 cents per copy J UNE 1 9 195 2\ a re A oe 
\\ 


$6.00 A YEAR 


Minding My Own Business. . . . . «. «. «~~ ~~ By Austin S. Iglehart 


ISSUES FACING ALL AMERICANS Pres., General Foods Corp.—Page 482 


The American Way of Life and the United Nations . . . . By O. R. McGuire 


DANGERS TO OUR SYSTEM OF GOVERNMENT Attorney—Page 486 


Far-Eastern Problems . . . . . «. « = « = « = «~~ «+ By John Foster Dulles 
DEFENSE THROUGH DETERRENT POWER Attorney and Statesman—Page 493 


The Asian-African Bloc. . . . . «. « = « = « + «~~ «By Ahmed S. Bokhari 


A DIFFERENT OUTLOOK THAN ATLANTIC NATIONS Ambassador of Pakistan—Page 495 


Brain Washing In Stalinist China. . . . . «. «~~ . By Daniel Hong-Lew 


THE MASS: A SOULLESS BIPED, A HUMAN ROBOT Committee for a Free Asia—Page 497 


Why We Are Doing So Badly In the Ideological War . . . By George Gallup 


RUSSIA’S IMPRESSIVE CONQUEST IN THE WAR OF IDEAS Dir., American Institute of Public Opinion—Page 501 


Your Army In the Atomic Age. . . . . . « ~~ « By Frank Pace, Jr. 


“YOU CAN’T RESEARCH THE INFANTRY OUT OF BUSINESS” U. S. Secretary of the Army—Page 505 


Of Faith and Free Men. . . . .. . +. +. =. By Hughston M. McBain 


RELIGION AND ECONOMICS Chr., Marshall Field & Co.—Page 508 





MPARTIAL e CONSTRUCTIVE e AUTHENTIC 


Vital Speeches of the Day 


REG. U. S. PAT. OFF. 





VOL. XVIII 


JUNE 1, 1952 


No. 16 





Minding My Own Business 
ISSUES FACING ALL AMERICANS 


By AUSTIN S. IGLEHART, President, General Foods Corporation, New York, New York 
Delivered to the Boston Advertising Club, Boston Massachusetts, April 15, 1952 


’M glad to be with you here at the Advertising Club 
of Boston. You aren’t all advertising people, but that’s 
all right. I’m not here to talk about advertising. Most 

any adman here could put me to shame on that. 

My hope is to remind you of how grave a citizen-businesss- 
man’s problems are today—and why. My aim is to show 
you how I as a businessman have to answer to my company 
and my conscience. 

The records of what you advertising people accomplish are 
in all the periodicals on the newsstands . . . on all the bill- 
boards along the highways and rooftops . . . and in all the 
radio and television shows on the air. Those records show 
that numbers of advertising people are among the enlightened 
thinkers of our time. And advertising men and women, in 
hundreds of ways not so well recorded, have displayed their 
sense of civic responsibility. 

So, though I butter you up (with the facts), and then go 
on to express my own convictions, I still feel that I will not 
be by-passing your interests. 


* * * a * * 


Some listeners may decide before long that I am talking 
“politics”. As far as I can see, I shall be minding my own 
business—while my business is still worth minding. 

You businessmen will of course decide for yourselves 
whether your chief concern today differs from mine. 

My chief concern is the kind of thinking many American 
citizens are doing today. Or maybe it’s just the lack of 
thought that is showing. That wouldn’t be too strange— 
since certain elements of national leadership, of one kind and 
another, encourage the impression that 99% per cent of the 
people no longer need support themselves or even think for 
themselves. 


It is that sort of thinking that puts staunch Americans up 
against the fight to keep our greatest asset. That asset is the 
American spirit, which I still like to think is best represented 
by our constitutional form of government. 

Our vast American industrial system is one of the out. 
growths, or consequences, of that spirit. 

If the American spirit is lost, curbed, or weakened, so js 
our industrial strength. In that case, you and I and our 
nation would be powerless and of little meaning in this strife. 
torn world. 

We would not have the moral strength to pacify people 
like the Red Koreans, or the military strength to meet them 
in combat. We would be powerless to keep the Communists 
and the peoples they have already enslaved from making 
slaves of us, as they mean to do in the long run. We could 
not possibly be of help in getting Europe and Asia to their 
own feet, because we ourselves would be beyond help. 

But let’s come closer to home. 

Each of us has a selfish interest in our industry, call it 
business. Every working American makes a living at it, 
directly or indirectly. Every non-worker, child and grown- 
up, owes his support to it, past or present. Even the current 
2% million government employees are dependent for their 
pay upon what business earns for people and country. Do 
I have to spell that out ? 

We don’t recall the simple facts often enough. And, in 
that respect, if I put the finger on some of you, as on myself, 
I must admit I’m sorry there’s any need for doing so. 

The basic purpose of business is to serve humanity, its 
needs and wants, through making products and providing 
services. It follows that what is good for our country is good 
for our business. 

In other words, the aim of business, overall, is to set a 
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dimate for a productive (presumably happy) national popu- 
lation. People, that is. 

A corporation (any business company) is sometimes said 
to have a “personality.” That is only because it is vibrant 
enough to reflect its working force of people. - 

A corporation isn’t taxed. The taxes that may control its 
destiny are laid on people. 

A corporation has no vote. The ballot is given to people. 

A corporation isn’t something that can be hurt. Restrain it 
or kill it and you hurt only people. 

A corporation cannot talk. But voices are given to its 
people. 

That’s the vein of thinking that prompts me to tell you 
what today’s most important national issues—political or not 
—means to the people of my company. 

“Issue” in itself is a cockeyed word; one never can be 
sure which way it’s looking. In one sense, an issue is what- 
ever comes out of a discussion or controversy—say, a decision, 
or something as final as a government policy or enactment. 
In another sense, it is the discussion or controversy itself. 

I go for this latter usage of the word. Because it tells me, 
at least, that there’s still a fighting chance for what I believe 
to be right for my company and me, one.of its people. 

“Yes, there’s an election coming up. To be an effective 
participant, over and above my vote, I must make myself 
heard now. Now, while the issues that the various candi- 
dates are supposed to represent still bear some likeness to 
isues—before they have become entrenched practices and ac- 
cepted trends of government that stand to corrupt the Ameri- 
can spirit itself. 

* * * * * * 


The national issue closest to the purse and mind of most 
Americans right now is taxation. 

You know the rates; and likely recall that corporations 
this year are expected to turn in to the U. S. Treasury about 
$28 billion. When I say that my company now “pays” an 
income tax of over 60 per cent of earnings, I really mean 
that we “‘collect” the tax for the government. 

Corporations can absorb only a limited amount of tax in- 
crease by becoming more efficient in their operations. So 
higher tax costs in the main are passed on to people, tradi- 
tionally to consumers or stockholders by the simple expedients 
of higher product prices or lowered dividends. 

Under present price controls, however, less of the higher 
cost of taxes can be passed on to consumers, and more has to be 
passed on to stockholders. 

My company’s sales for nine months (July to March) of 
our fiscal year are up 10 per cent over the same period last 
year. But earnings after taxes are down 25 per cent. 

Well, we kept the dividend rate intact. But stockholders 
still are affected. Because earnings available for ploughing 
back into the business or for paying debts obviously have been 
reduced. 

Our consumers paid. Our stockholders paid. And so did 
our employees. For when taxes reduce funds in the business, 
they thereby reduce salaries and wages. Even job applicants 
feel the effects of high tax rates. 

Am I minding my own business? When I, one of my 
company’s voices, speak of taxes and so enter a major issue 
of the day? 


* * * * * * 


But what I have said so far does not clear my conscience. 
Taxation remains an open issue, even if some of the 
thinkers in, or subject to, Washington would have all Ameri- 
cans believe they might just as well get used to the high 
taxes. To my mind, it remains an issue far more important 


than just one’s purse. For in our country there is a small, un- 
duly powerful minority that would tax our people into statism, 
socialism. 

I think I should help the people of my company under- 
stand that issue hidden within an issue. 

You see, any form of statism would crush the American 
spirit that built our company and still keeps it productive 
and progressive. That’s the case with every other business 
in our land. 

It is not yet too late to take back the overweening power 
that, all unconsciously, taxpayers have been pouring into the 
national government’s purse. 


* * * * * * 


Let’s go further into this taxation issue. 

The cycles of it remind me of a tornado I once saw from 
a safe distance. Maybe I should duck underground, in the 
hope that the taxation tornado will lash itself out. Business- 
men, you will recall, went underground about 20 years ago, 
when the storm first blew up. If they hadn’t done so, maybe 
we wouldn’t have the big twister now. (Call that my per- 
sonal, side comment, if you wish.) 

To continue minding my own business, I have to go to the 
very heart of the tax storm-center before us. 

Of course the people of my company (the 65,000 stock- 
holders I work for, and the 20,000 employees I work with) 
have to pay some sort of taxes. We need a company fran- 
chise. Whatever the rate or amount we pay to the Treasury, 
we enter into a business arrangement that should leave our 
government with certain responsibilities to us. 

Anyway, we want to know what happens to the tax money 
we pay in. What do we get for it? 

Now look at the storm-center of issues! 

We get protection, for one thing. There’s no denying that. 
Never have we needed protection from external enemies so 
badly. For that, all of us expect to pay right down to the 
last necessary dollar. 

But what degree of protection are we getting for our 
money? Where? Are we ahead with enough; or behind with 
too little? 

Are mobilization plans here at home cohesive, economical ? 

Are our allies putting their hearts into our joint planning 
for protection? How about their purses? 

Is Marshal Tito of Yugoslavia openly laughing at us (as 
some good observers claim) while asking, and getting, our 
cash in gobs of a half-billion or so? 

How about that $5 billion for just the next few months 
of the “little war,” the undeclared war in Korea? Would 
the injection of a little more spine into armistice negotiations 
cut down the continuing injections of our billions? 

Have our government and military planners re-adjusted 
their sights to view mobilization in the light of true condi- 
tions and public thinking in European countries and else- 
where? Or, are U.S. planners just wildly spending our 
money for mere tokens of military advantages over the enemy 
—all in a way that produces more and more consternation 
among our potential allies? 

You and I could spend an hour or two here in just asking 
questions about the protection Americans have to pay for. 
We have had evasive answers, half answers . . . meaningless 
figures, conflicting figures . . . irresponsible statements, politi- 
cians’ statements. We need a flow of straight answers. 

Only straight answers will help the American people deter- 
mine how much the country’s civilian economy can take with- 
out being left impotent. 

Turning our backs to this issue of whether our civilian 
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economy stands or falls leaves us exposed both as citizens and 
as businessmen. There is no foresight in any man’s rump. 

It would take the rest of the day to put the questions 
about all of the issues that can be tied in with the whys and 
wherefores of high tax rates. The issue of security is, of 
course, the paramount one, both in itself and in that it serves 
as a cover-all for much else. 


* * * * * * 


Take corruption, for example. 

In an economy as wild as our American economy is at the 
moment, it is to be expected that there would be a certain 
amount of corruption in both government and non-govern- 
ment circles. 

But who knows today what corruption in government 
circles alone is costing the taxpayer? 

A mighty, increasing stream of statistics pours out of Wash- 
ington. But no wizard at figures has dared to estimate what 
it costs to keep up a corps of politically appointed corruption 
hunters. I just assume it costs twice or three times as much 
to have two or three sets of corruption hunters, each one 
tailing the others and perhaps even members of their own set. 
The cost of all that is quite aside from the mammoth take of 
corruption itself. 

It has been my observation that a leader who is both honest 
and strong inspires weaker men to honesty in their dealings. 
Washington ... Jefferson... Lincoln... Wilson needed 
no corruption hunters. Harding had an unclean house. 
Coolidge quickly cleaned up by himself. 

Honest servants of the people need no investigation. Serv- 
ants of the people” is what political candidates good and bad 
call themselves in an election year. Bad servants forget the 
position for which they were hired ; sometimes make off with 
the silver themeslves, or maybe allow untrustworthy friends 
the run of the master’s house. Then there’s the indifferent 
type of servant, neither good nor bad, who bears the most 
watching—because one never can tell where his opportunism 
will lead him. He may even decide he’s the bossman. In 
which case, he has even corrputed the job itself. 

Yes, corruption in government circles—the cost of it in 
tax dollars and the cost of the example it sets elsewhere— 
concerns me deeply, if only as a businessman. I want the 
operation of my business to help my employees build char- 
acter. How can I look to that end, if I meanwhile shy away 
from the issue of corruption in government ? 


* * * * * * 


Wastefulness, to me, as I suppose it is to any businessman, 
is one of the most unforgivable crimes that can crop up in 
government. 

In business, the elimination of waste in materials and effort 
is one proved way of meeting competition by the lowering of 
prices. In government, I know, the need of haste sometimes 
makes excusable waste. But there’s no excuse for waste due 
to carelessness, indifference, stupidity, poor practice, and 
so on. 

The Hoover Report shows what can be done in cutting 
billions from the cost of government administration. And the 
“good servants of the people” have acted intelligently and 
profitably on about half of the Report’s recommendations. 
However, there’s billion-dollar wastefulness in other quarters. 

Here’s an example of what I mean that should let you 
know whether I’m still minding my own business. 

Some Kansas City businessmen in 1949 leased abandoned 
Camp Crowder, Missouri, from one branch of the govern- 
ment for $28,000. Later, they leased it back to another 
branch of the government for $672,000, so the buildings 


could be used for grain storage. 

Lately, the Army wanted its barracks back again. §o 3 
million bushels of corn and wheat had to be taken out o 
100 buildings in a hurry. 

A lot of grain, like the leaseholds, had gone sour. Nearly 
50,000 bushels of it seems to have vanished in thin air, 

Now, a Senate investigation committee finds, government. 
held grain has been spoiling in elevators all over. A total of 
$8 million worth has simply disappeared. And the losses are 
still piling up. 

That’s just one little item of wastefulness. You need only 
remember that you help pay for the grain. The people of 
my company not only have to help pay for it, they suffer 
more directly from its loss—because several divisions of our 
company are dependent upon the grain market. 


* * * * * * 


An elevator man in our building says of the prices he pays 
for things: ““They’re three times doubled.” 

You might get your youngsters to work that out with 
toothpicks or beans for counters. They’re the ones who have 
most cause to think of the continuing inflation of prices, 
Even in the cycles of inflation don’t fly off the handle and 
bring catastrophe, our children’ and grandchildren may be 
paying in their hard-earned dollars the incredible sum of easy- 
dollars in the climbing national debt. 

“Three times doubled” prices aren’t quite here yet. But 
the elevator man described the tendency at least. We only 
need two of three more rounds of bonds sales by the U.S. 
government to reach the degree of inflation that is more than 
American industry (and the American spirit) can take. 

Business is already playing with more chips on the table 
than are necessary. That is, inflation has put in circulation 
too many dollars, whose working value is unstable and not 
easily determined. This results in increasing business risks 
far beyond the normal risks that any business takes naturally 
in a free economy. 

I suggest to you that government willfulness or blind- 
ness in respect to the force and aftermath of inflation is 
equivalent to stacking the cards against the people who own 
and operate any American company. 

Even economists wrangle over the processes and meaning 
of inflation. So you and I can expect difficulty in explaining 
it to the people with whom we are associated in business. 
But I think most men and women can understand this: 

Inflation puts a high penalty on people’s savings of all 
sorts—a penalty for individual industriousness and thrift in 
both past and future. And if ever the reverse of the govern- 
mental inflationary effort is attempted and gains too much 
momentum, we will be pitched into a depression. That is 
exactly what happened in 1921. 

What do you think; am I still minding my own business? 


* * * % * * 


There does come a time when a man wonders whether he’s 
really fit to mind his own business—because so many govern- 
mental agencies and whatnot seem intent on minding it 
for him. 

Legislation and decrees affecting both the business life and 
private life of the individual have come very fast during the 
past ten years. So much so that authorities on constitutional 
government (as such) now find room to doubt whether the 
Constitution of the United States is still working. 

The list of “cannots” for the businessman runs into vol- 
umes. So does the lists of “musts”. For example, an em- 
ployer can’t give his employees a hospital plan or increase his 
contribution to their pension funds without consulting and 
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getting the approval of the government—and sometimes the 

ynion or unions in force. But he must collect his employees’ 

social security and income taxes—even if he cannot, without 
vernment approval, boost a deserving employee’s pay. 

In short, this is a day of controls on the whole conduct of 
business. It seems most everyone has forgotten that the gov- 
ernmental devices for controlling our civilian economy were 
originally designed for getting us out of a depression. Yet 
we all know that the force one uses to shove a thing uphill 
isn’t the same force used to get it back down again. 

Price and wage controls are at present called “emergency 
measures.” But it remains to be seen whether business will 
eer be free of such measures. In effect all such controls are 
limitations placed upon individual initiative. Taken together 
with the increasingly high rates of taxation, they, too, point 
to encroaching statism. 


* * * * * * 


And as though domestic controls were not enough, we now 
have the United Nations stepping into the picture. I refer 
to the current issue of whether United Nations’ treaties 
signed by the United States shall sap the private rights that 
most of us think are still guaranteed us by our Constitution. 

The Constitution says that all treaties made under the au- 
thority of the United States “shall be the supreme law of 
the land.” Already, in California, the U. S. District Court 
of Appeals has ruled that the laws of that state relating to 
the ownership of land by aliens are of no force or effect, be- 
cause those laws are in confiict with the Universal Declara- 
tion of Human Rights adopted by the United Nations in 
1948. The Court said the UN Charter is the supreme law of 
the land, our land. 

I’m not out sniping at the United Nations. It is one of 
our mainstay hopes for settlement of world problems. But 
just the same I do not believe that the United Nations has 
yet demonstrated its right to lay limitations on the individual 
rights of Americans. We have a proved formula of our own 
for successful living. What we need is foresighted leader- 
ship to lead us against the weird set of forces threatening 
even our Constitution itself. 

Is there any businessman here who wants the United Na- 
tions yet to mind his business for him ? 


* ok * * * * 


The issues that determine U.S. foreign policy are not with- 
out their interest for the people of my company. Far from it. 


* * * * * * 


General Foods depends greatly on raw materials from 
foreign countries. 

We import large quantities of suger .. . coffee . . . tapioca 
.+. coconuts ... cocoa beans... tea... and edible nuts. 
We have a capital investment in research promoting the pro- 
duction of those commodities in foreign countries. ‘The 
course of much of our business is determined by the prices 
we pay for those raw materials in the markets of the world. 
Itis of high importance to our business profits and our wage 
sales that those markets be friendly and free to assure fair 
prices for our raw materials. 

Our concern with foreign markets is part and parcel of our 
Siritual and cultural exchange with our foreign neighbors, 
and with friendly, co-operative countries more distant from us. 
Most of us can’t understand the conduct of foreign rela- 
tons. The ways of diplomats are strange to us. And we 
must admit that, when the world is half at war and half at 
Peace, our nation’s foreign policies must be flexible enough 


to meet overnight emergencies. Even so, each of us can 
exert his own ounce of influence toward world betterment. 

Both as business citizens and as private citizens, we have 
the right and the obligation to ask this: ‘That American for- 
eign policy be far-sighted and courageous . . . clean-cut and 
beyond the selfishness of individuals alone . . . co-operative 
in the extreme but generous within reason . . . willing to 
compromise but incapable of shameful appeasement . . . and 
firm in spirit and arms against outlaw nations. 

We exert our greatest influence on world affairs when we 
stand together as a nation of free men. Therefore, it is of 
the utmost importance right now that our government, as 
Lincoln said, be “of the people, by the people, and for the 
people.” 


* * * * * * 


Perhaps, of late, you catch yourself asking, as I do: How 
can we go on without faith? 

We cannot. It helps to remember, here what has been said 
about a corporation being made up of people. Well, our 
government is also made up of people. Our only approach 
to government is an approach to people. 

We need to see these people for what they are, good or 
bad. Then we can better determine what our relationships 
with them must be, if they are to continue to represent us 
in what has become the world’s biggest job. The greatest 
strength our elective officers can have is that they give us the 
faith in them that will enable us to carry on. 

Meanwhile, you and I have cause for faith in many mil- 
lions of other people. 

There are our 22 million American home owners, and 
their families . . . our 66 million bank depositors . . . our 86 
million holders of life insurance policies ... and our 14 mil- 
lion stockholders of American companies. 

‘Also our 45 million industrial workers . . . the owners, 
tenants, and families of our 5 million farms ... and all the 
people who work for our 4 million American business firms. 

Then there are our 137 thousand clergymen . . . our 1 
million American schoolteachers .. . our 3 million men and 
women of the professions. 

In the common sense of all of these we may have faith. 

Above all, let’s have faith in the right thinking of the 3 
million and more men and women serving with our armed 
forces—and their families too. 

No need to add the figures. You’ve noticed that they over- 
lap. And that’s the point. 

No group of them stands alone. Their interest in good 
government, like their numbers, overlaps. 

Give them faith in our nation’s leaders, help them to know 
where our nation stands today, and their common sense will 
tell them to pull together. 

It is my firm conviction that the one main issue that can 
unite our people is the necessity for preserving our greatest 
national asset, the American spirit. 

We are in the process of selecting our national leaders for 
the coming four years. From what I have said previously, 
you have perhaps gathered that I feel the next four years are 
likely to tell whether we are to keep our form of representa- 
tive government, or see it change into something along statist 
lines. Right. That is how I feel. 

It is high time all of the American people took to minding 
their own business. 

Understand, voters in the coming elections will express 
their preferences based on their individual, selfish interests. 
Just about all of us do that. It could hardly be otherwise. 
But it seems to me that each voter’s individual interest, 
looking well into the future, will lead him to demand the 








486 





kind of leadership and governmental administration that will 
preserve what we really hold most dear—individual freedom. 

And when I say “‘freedom’’, I mean the kind Bishop Ful- 
ton Sheen means when he says: 


“Liberty has become doing as you please, and that is not 
freedom. Freedom is the right to do what you ought 
to do.” 


The time has come to let you know why I have expressed 
myself so fully today. 

These days businessmen seem as much inclined to talk 
politics as to talk business. I’ve talked politics with many 
men. I have written to quite a number of others to get their 
political views. One aim has been to see whether there can be 
at this time such a thing as a company stand on political mat- 
ters, and whether company employees can work together in 
order to keep our individual freedom. Some of you here have 
taken great pains to write me your views. And I am grateful 
to you. Your letters have been helpful and encouraging. 

I wish I had time to quote you at length what some busi- 
nessmen have said to me. Perhaps the most significant short re- 
mark was in a letter from the Boston area. The writer said, 
“Too long have we been silent.” 

One letter in my office is from a man who says he has sat 
“at the desk, sometimes after hours, and wondered what kind 
of a debacle would occur” if he were to make a forthright 
speech at some meeting. He concludes, “one of these days I 
may get the courage, particularly when I know I am about 
ready to be fired anyhow and will have nothing to lose.” 

I very well understand his predicament. But get right 
down to fundamentals and I doubt whether there'll ever 
be a time when he’ll have more to lose than he has right now. 

We are all in agreement, I’m sure that a person’s au- 
thority as a business leader gives him no right whatsoever to 
tell his people how to vote. Yes, it is all right to explain the 
meaning of political issues to one’s employees. No, it is not 
right to mention your own favorite party or candidate. The 
difficulty of course comes when the very discussion of an issue 
is a sure give-away of your political preference. 

Everyone I talked to or corresponded with wishes he could 
do some thing to acquaint employees with the meaning of 
current political issues. Many have talked issues in company 
meetings, in company publications, or in employee letters. 
Only a few have kept their thoughts on national issues to 
themselves or to their outside pals. 

You know, it doesn’t strike me as odd at all that a com- 
pany officer or executive should talk politics with an employee 
—on a personal basis, as freely and easily as one would natur- 
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cient and charming National Chairman is: ‘The 
American Way of Life and the United Nations”. 
This is both a most comprehensive subject and of the utmost 
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ally explore such issues with any long-time friend or cagugj 
business acquaintance. In that case you would naturally 
state your reasons for taking the stand on political matte, 
that you do. The assumption if of course that you are talking 
from the standpoint of your mutual interests. 

And that, listeners, is what I have attempted to do here. 
What I have said today certainly expresses what I want t 
say te you as business leaders—also, what I want to say to the 
65,000 people I work for and the 20,000 people I work with, 

To these, my own people, I would say in summary: 


Today, when political considerations are so prominently in 
our thoughts and actions, it seems most timely to add this 
postscript to a bulletin of last fall. At that time, Chair. 
man Francis and I reminded you that each of us has im. 
portant citizenship duties and responsibilities to his family, 
to his home community, and to the nation. 


Now the political issues of this election year are before 
us. The economic, moral, and spiritual outcome of many 
of those political issues vitally affect the welfare of Gen. 
eral Foods and all its people. 


Such issues include taxation . . . legislation that affects 
working conditions and relationships in our plants . 

inflation . . . national defense . . . foreign policy ... 
governmental controls . . . inefficiency and waste . . . and 
policies and legislation that unnecessarily limit the rights 
and responsibilities of the corporation and of the individual, 


Clearly, we have the right to exchange our views on govy- 
ernmental policies and intentions that affect us all. Both our 
interests as individuals and the public interest give each of 
us that right. 


It is our common understanding that no one or any group 
of us at General Foods may directly or indirectly commit 
the corporation or any of its divisions to support of a par- 
ticular political party or a candidate for political office. 
On the other hand, each member of General Foods is 
urged to express his own personal convictions and to sup 
port the political party, candidates, and issues of his choice. 
Our duties as citizens are a personal challenge to each of 
us. The will to be informed and to help inform others, 
each to his own lights, is among these duties. Surely the 
positive exercise of personal rights and responsibilities of 
citizenship is in the highest interest of our nation. 

As a great American statesman, Thomas Jefferson, once 
said, “That government is the strongest of which every 
man feels himself a part.” 


* * * * * * 


present importance, particularly to the women of America. 
Either the American Way of Life or the United Nations 
requires for its adequate discussion far more time than any 
one would dare tax the patience of an audience in a single 
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evening. If your patience does suffer this evening, will you 
please place the blame on the speaker and not on your Na- 
tional Chairman. We sons of women have long since learned 
that after all its was Adam and not Eve who ate the apple! 
Any daughter of Eve knows that fact only too well! 

It may add to clarity of thought on the subject for me to 
frst define what I understand to be the American Way of 
Life, even in its present abbreviated form. Also, it would 
be well for us to realize the character of the United Nations’ 
organization. 

The American Way of Life as it was conceived by our 
forefathers is indeed of ancient origin. Looking back over the 
recorded history of some 5,000 years, the representatives 
of the diverse populations of the original Thirteen Colonies, 
who assembled in Philadephia in 1776, epitomized their 
conception of what they hoped the American Way of Life 
would be in the noble words of the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence : 


“We hold these truths to be self-evident; that all men 
are created equal; that they are endowed by their Creator 
with certain unalienable rights; that among these are life, 
liberty and the pursuit of happiness. That to secure these 
rights, governments are instituted among men, deriving 
their just powers from the consent of the governed.” 


These forefathers of ours, from whose inspiration came 
the Declaration of Independence and whose deathless valor 
made that Declaration good on the battlefields from the 
Plains of Abraham to the swamps of South Carolina, were 
Godfearing people. They knew the record of the heartless, 
ruthless and bloodthirsty Herod, as the head of an all power- 
ful government, ordering the destruction of every male child 
in the hope of destroying the infant born in a manger at 
Bethlehem and hailed from the skies as the savior of man- 
kind. They, too, knew full well of His death on the cross 
in vindication of the verity that all individuals are created 
equal before our God and that each has a personal responsi- 
bility for his own eternal salvation of eternal damnation. 
This individual dignity, worth and responsibility of man, 
under the grand scheme of the Ruler of the Universe, was 
unknown until the man of Galilee began His ministry. It 
was not made a tenet of secular government for more than 
17 centuries, during which mankind wandered in the wilder- 
ness of totalitarian governments. It was a long, long jour- 
ney from Calvary to Independence Hall in America—but 
the men and women of the Revolution made the journey. 
Pilgrim, Puritan, Quaker, Catholic and those of the several 
evangelical faiths, Englishman, Frenchman, Dutchman, 
Swede, Spainard, all ever mindful of their personal depend- 
ence upon their Maker, fell upon their knees when their feet 
touched American soil and gave thanks to their God for 
His goodness in permitting them to reach these shores. They 
severally came here seeking a land in which they might live 
a life of dignity, worth and responsibility with their God 
and finally, in time, they created a government to protect 
tach and all in such a life. 

These forefathers of ours builded slowly ; they did not seek 
to build here an Utopia; they had no model among all of 
the governments of past history which they could use; and 
iN many instances it required generations, from 1609 to 1776, 
for them to become tolerant of those of different religious 
faiths and nationalities, though in a few instances tolerance 
prevailed from the outset, notably in Maryland, Rhode Is- 
land, and Pennsylvania. So comparatively rapid had been 
that growth in mutual tolerance and in the belief that secular 
governments should respect individual worth, dignity and 
responsibility that they came together, with both fierceness 


and deep humility in their respective hearts, to repel the 
attempts of England to impose on them the governmental 
regimentations then prevailing under all powerful govern- 
ments, not only in England but throughout the known world. 

For the first time since the dawn of recorded history these 
forefathers of ours threw at the startled rulers of these all 
powerful governments, in which the ordinary individual was 
but a pawn of kings and emperors, having no rights their 
rulers were bound to respect—a document solemnly declar- 
ing that all governments among men derived their just powers 
from the consent of the governed and that such governments 
existed to secure the equal rights received from their Creator 
to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness. We of this day 
little realize the shock with which the rulers of Europe received 
such revolutionary doctrines from the American wilderness. 
This indictment of despotic governmental power sought to 
be imposed on the American colonists and the statement of 
the unalienable rights of men bestowed by their Creator 
was no mere pious resolution; to its vindication the signers 
solemnly pledged to each other their lives, their fortunes and 
their sacred honor. Many of them lost both their lives and 
their fortunes, but none of them lost their sacred honor in 
making good that Declaration of Independence on the field 
of battle. 

After some eight long years of war, the victory was won 
despite the hunger and cold our forefathers had to endure 
and despite the fact that a considerable number of their fel- 
low Americans turned Vory and would not support, but 
vigorously opposed, the Declaration of Independence. So 
jealous were the victors of their liberties and so fearful were 
they that any central government would jeopardize such 
liberties that they tried to get along with the Congress of 
the Confederation, rightly referred to as that “Rope of sand”’. 
The Articles of Confederation proved to be too weak to 
protect the people. Their representatives again journeyed to 
Independence Hall where they wrote, adopted, and recom- 
mended the approval by the people of the Constitution of the 
United States. This great document in the history of human 
liberty stated its purposes in a Preamble, in noblest words of 
the English language save only those of Holy Writ and the 
Declaration of Independence. These are the words of the 
Preamble: 


“We the people of the United States, in order to form a 
more perfect union, establish justice, insure domestic tran- 
quility, provide for the common defense, promote the gen- 
eral welfare, and secure the blessings of liberty to our- 
selves and our posterity, do ordain and establish this Con- 
stitution of the United States of America.” 


When this new Constitution went under consideration in 
the several thirteen States for ratification or approval, the 
representatives of some of the States were not satisfied that 
the just powers of the government to be established there- 
under would protect the life, liberty and happiness of indi- 
vidual citizens from the rapacity the people knew had existed 
in all rulers, whether ruling by claimed Divine Right or by 
consent of the governed. They knew, too, that the greatest 
problem of all government is to make it strong enough to 
control the governed and yet weak enough to control the 
governors, the rulers. Therefore, there were proposed as 
amendments to the Constitution further protection for indi- 
vidual rights and these ten amendments became a part of the 
Constitution as our Bill of Rights. 

It has been stated, and truly, that our American form of 
government is in form a veritable lattice work of barbed wire 
entanglements thrown around every governmental official in 
the land and intended to prevent them from using their neces- 
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sary tools of government to destroy what they, as servants of 
all the people, have been hired to preserve. Our forefathers 
sought to, and did, make sure that the rights of any individual 
could be maintained against other men who would subvert 
such rights, and they also made sure that these same rights 
could be asserted and maintained at all times against the 
power of government itself. These forefathers knew that it 
is the nature of every government to resent and resist this 
last assertion by the individual of his rights against the gov- 
ernment as an affront to its sovereign dignity. Therefore, the 
architects of our governmental system tied it down into its 
proper place—the exercise of just powers by the consent of 
the governed—by a system of strong checks and balances. In 
addition to the Bill of Rights and the limitations in the Con- 
stitution on the power of the Federal government, these 
founding fathers limited the Federal government by the State 
governments and the state governments by the Federal gov- 
ernment. Also, they limited each of the three branches of 
both the Federal and state governments by the other two 
ranches of each government. 


Is it any wonder that some, even in high places, have 
sneered at our form of government as a relic of the horse and 
buggy days and that the eager-beavers, who know little about 
and care less for the history of our constitutional system, 
would streamline it so that it could render more prompt and 
efficient public service—along the lines of the governments 
presided over by tyrants since time began. These eager- 
beavers and I use the word interchangeably in this con- 
nection for the shorter word “fools”, argue that their stream- 
lined government would have the protection of frequent and 
free elections. The answer is that in the hands of totalitarians 
elections are neither free nor frequent. I call to witness 
Italy under Mussolini; Germany under Hitler ; Russia under 
Lenin and Stalin; and last but not least, England under the 
socialists. The American form of government has existed 
alongside of these foreign governments for many years. You 
may make your choice. In the meanwhile, you may continue 
to pay from 25% to 95% of your income in taxes to be used 
in part for further American relief under new and more 
generous, or disguised ‘Marshall Plans” for further relief of 
England and the other misnamed “democratic” nations and 
the world! How that word “democratic” rolls off the tongues 
of our learned and distinguished diplomats and politicians, 
even when they refer to Communistic Russia! 

Even today ours is a Republican form of government, not 
a democratic form government—despite the efforts of pollsters 
and others to make it a government as the result of nose 
counting. Also it is indisputable that the unique character of 
our government and its resulting unique American Way of 
Life at its inception and for many years thereafter are 
grounded in a publicly acknowledged belief in a Supreme 
Ruler of the Universe and the equality of mankind before 
God. Being equal in spiritual things, our forefathers en- 
deavored to secure that equality under our secular govern- 
ment. While the people of a country may have spiritual 
equality without having legal equality under government, it 
is certain that they may not continue to have legal equality 
under government without a firm and militant belief in their 
God. As late as 1892, the Supreme Court of the United 
States rendered its opinion in the Church of the Holy Trinity 
case, (143 U.S. 457), wherein it said: 


“This (the United States) is a religious people. This 
is historically true. From the discovery of America to 
this hour there is a single voice making this affirmation.” 


Then the Court reviewed the basic documentary history 


of this Republic, the charters, commissions and official prock. 
mations and finally the Constitution itself. It then said; 
“There is no dissonance in these declarations. These ay 
not individual sayings or declarations of private persons. 
they are organic utterances; they speak the voice of th 
entire people. . . . There is a universal language pervading 
them all having but one meaning; they affirm and reaffirm 
that this is a religious nation.” 


It is to be emphasized that the highest court in this lanj 
thus spoke in 1892, or sixty years ago. That was long befor 
we made basic changes in our form of government by th 
adoption of the 16th amendment, pursuant to which you ar 
now “privileged” to pay from 25% to 98% of your incon, 
in taxes to the Federal government, alone, and our sons ar 
drafted to fight the battles of the world on the land, on the 
seas and in the skies. That was also before we had cop. 
cluded that United States Senators, instead of being elected 
by the state legislatures to represent in Congress their respec. 
tive states of the Union and act as checks on temporary m- 
jorities should be elected by popular vote and fully respon. 
sive to such majorities. 

To summarize my understanding of the American Way 
of Life, as it was written into the Constitution of the United 
States and as it existed for better than two thirds of our 
national existence, the equality of man before God was the 
inspiration of our forefathers for making man equal befor 
the law under the Constitution of the United States and 
sought to guard that equality by an elaborate system of 
checks and balances as limitations and restrictions on the 
power of government. It was because all individuals had 
been endowed by their Creator with unalienable rights, in- 
cluding life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness, that our 
forefathers sought to provide that no earthly power could 
take such rights away from even the smallest of the people. 
As God had created each individual with personal and im- 
mortal destines, our forefathers sought to provide that no 
man, no majority, and no government could treat or regard 
any American as a part of a class, collective, or otherwise 
than as an individual. 

It was precisely because of this American Way of Life, the 
“Ark of our Covenant” both with God and with generations 
yet unborn, the basic tenet of our American Faith, that our 
Country offered such dignity and freedom to the individual 
that it became the haven to millions seeking to participate, 
for themselves and their families, in the benefits of our form 
of government in preference to all other systems of govern 
ment in the world, both of yesterday and of today. The vast 
majority of these immigrants in past years have been of great 
value to our system of government. They had experienced 
at first hand, under the governments from which they fled, 
that no combination of purely materialistic forces on earth 
could, or would protect the lives, liberties, and pursuits of 
happiness of their peoples, or compel by law that men and 
women should do unto others as they would that others do 
unto them. On the contrary, they had experienced the 
phenomenon that power corrupts, and that absolute power 
corrupts absolutely; that any combination of materialistic 
forces acting as a government results in fatal corruption of 
both the government and the citizen. They knew from ex- 
perience that when God is not in government, the tyrant 
rules. 

I remind you of the words of the great Washington in his 
farewell address—that great captain of history who led our 
forefathers to victory in the revolutionary war, whose great 
character and leadership contributed more than any other 
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individual to the formulation and adoption of the Constitu- 
tion, and whose presidency for eight years guided the infant 
footsteps of our nation—as he warned those generations of 
Americans who were to come after him: 


“Of all the dispositions and habits which lead to political 
prosperity, religion and morality are indispensable supports. 
Reason and experience both forbid us to expect that na- 
tural morality can prevail in exclusion of religious prin- 
ciples.” 


Along with literally millions of Americans of 1892 and of 
today, 1 accept as verities the statement by President Wash- 
ington and of the Supreme Court of the United States in the 
Church of the Holy Trinity case, verities established by the 
fact that this nation made such advances, both spiritually and 
materially, as no nation of peoples ever experienced in the 
history of this world—such advances as could not have been 
made without Divine Guidance! 

We come now to a consideration of the United Nations’ 
oganization. As is generally known, this organization was 
jred at Yalta, in a conference attended by three men: 
Franklin D. Roosevelt, Joe Stalin and Winston Churchill 
and their flunkies, including one Mr. Alger Hiss. The or- 
ganization charter was first unfolded to public scrutiny at 
San Francisco shortly thereafter, where our Secretary of 
State, Mr. Acheson so handled the parlimentary situation 
that no amendments were made and not one “i” was dotted 
nor one “t” crossed. This charter was adopted, after per- 
functory debate, which some thought would be a Constitu- 
tion for the World but which has been proven to be a 
license for unmeasured mutual villification by some repre- 
sntatives of the opposing factions, the two groups of nations 
with seemingly irreconcilable systems of government. The 
American Way of Life may not be reconciled with either one. 

The Constitution of the United States, when it was pro- 
posed, was intended for theoretically independent sovereign 
States. The charter was likewise proposed and adopted for 
svereign states. But the contrast is tremendous between the 
procedure followed in formulating and adopting our Consti- 
tution and previous to that, the Declaration of Independence, 
and the formulation and adoption of the Charter for the so- 
called United Nations. Every phrase and clause, even words 
proposed for incorporation in our Constitution were ably de- 
bated and redebated. Many were rejected and most were 
amended and changed. Even after the Constitution had been 
completed in Philadelphia, it was subjected to thorough study 
and debate in most of the conventions of the States which 
ratified it. A complete Bill of Individual Rights was added 
to this document as the results of the ratification debates, 
notably the debates in the Commonwealths of Virginia, 
Massachussets and Pennsylvania. 

Not so the charter of the United Nations. The three 
principal rulers of three principal nations met on the shores 
of the Black Sea in secret conclave, attended by their staffs. 
One of them was a very sick man. Another was the despotic 
tuler of the most totalitarian nation on earth and the other 
was a prime minister of a nation ruled by a legislature exercis- 
ing unlimited power and which nation subsequently placed the 
scialist party in power with resulting nationalization of most 
of its principal industries and austerity for its people. A few 
finishing touches may have been added at Potsdam but as to 
what actually took place at these secret conclaves we do not 
know. Presumably the principal agreements were written 
into the Charter in our own State Department with Mr. 
Hiss acting as one of the draftsmen. 

But, whatever else the organization may be, it is most cer- 
tainly not a union of the nations of the world. The nations 


which are members are not acting with any degree of unity. 
The proof is that war is now raging in Korea and in South- 
east Asia—aided and abetted and supplied in large part by 
Josef Stalin on the side of the communistic forces and by the 
United States on the side of the noncommunistic forces. 

The emissaries of Josef Stalin, with their treacherous and 
heathenish practices, are in every noncommunistic nation of 
the world today. They are busy stealing military and diplo- 
matic secrets; stiring up trouble among racial and religious 
groups; and making traitors of citizens of such countries. No 
secret is made of the object and purpose of Josef Stalin and 
his politboro—it is to destroy all existing governments and 
establish in their stead government by a class, the prole- 
tariat, subordinate to the men in the Kremlin. Those emis- 
saries are in the United States, preaching the destruction of 
our government by force and violence; some are even in our 
government itself, though many have been driven from it. 
These emissaries have stolen military secrets from our govern- 
ment, even the most closely guarded, such as those pertaining 
to the atom bomb. 

But these emissaries of the Devil, and they are just that, 
do not hesitate to invoke the protection of individual liberties 
in our Constitution when we catch them in their nefarious 
acts. 

The communistic concept of government is that of Karl 
Marx. He and the communists utterly and completely reject 
the conceptions of government as stated in our Declaration 
of Independence and in our Constitution. According to Marx 
and the communists the government is everything; man is as 
nothing. God does not exist. Religion is an opiate and a 
delusion. Listen to Marx, and I quote: 


“The democratic concept of man is false, because it is 
Christian. The democratic concept holds that each man is 
a sovereign being. This is the illusion, dream and postu- 
late of Christianity.” 


A Godless, big government in which man is nothing is not 
peculiar to communism. It is common to all big governments, 
not founded on religion and morality. Adolph Hitler, the 
former head of the government of Christian Germany said: 


“To the Christian doctrine of infinite significance of 
the individual human, I oppose with icy clarity the saving 
doctrine of the nothingness and insignificance of the human 
being.” 


European and Asiatic governments in the days of both 
Marx and Hitler, and now, were and are big and powerful 
governments, not founded on principles of religion and mo- 
rality and in none of them does the individual have any 
rights which such governments are bound to respect. 

I now come to the question as to what possible effects may 
we expect on our system of government by our membership in 
the United Nations organization and by the association of our 
hired servants, our “rulers” as some of them believe them- 
selves to be, with the representatives of the other members 
of that organization. I think the only answer is contained 
in the one word, “Bad”! 

The men of the Kremlin have recognized, and have pro- 
ceeded on the principle, that our form of government, diluted 
as it is from the original concept prevailing until the 1930’s, 
may have a bad effect on their peoples. The iron curtain has 
literally come down around the communistic countries and even 
our accredited diplomats are not permitted to travel beyond 
a limited circle around their posts of duty. The peoples of 
that country are not permitted to associate with out repre- 
sentatives. In view of the disclosures that have been made 
by investigating committees of our House and Senate; the 
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trial and conviction of both aliens and some of our natives 
for actions in connection with communism; and the disclo- 
sures which have been made of the infiltration of Reds into 
our moving picture companies, the editorial and reportorial 
staffs of our newspapers and magazines; in our government 
departments and establishments; in our military and naval 
services, at least among some civilian employees thereof, can 
we do less than place the same restrictions on agents of the 
Kremlin in the United States that they place around our 
people in Russia: I think not. 

But aside from these dangers from communism, there are 
today far too many of our people in our midst who are 
antagonistic to the basic principles of our system of govern- 
ment and who insist upon practices and procedures which 
will complete the destruction of that government. If that be 
not true, then how shall we account for the following: 

(1) The preparation by a committee of the United Na- 
tions, on which American representatives served, of a so- 
called genocide convention, now before the United States 
Senate for ratification, which would permit the trial of citi- 
zens of the United States for alleged crimes committed in 
America without the safeguards of our American Bill of 
Rights? 

(2) The similar preparation of the so-called Covenant on 
Human Rights which is in direct conflict with our own con- 
stitutional rights to freedom of worship, freedom of speech, 
and freedom of peaceful assembly. They are now unlimited, 
in so far as our Constitution is concerned, but under the 
Covenant there would be such “limitations as are pursuant 
to law and are reasonable and necessary to protect public 
safety, order, health, or morale, or the fundamental rights 
and freedom of others”. The judges of these limitations, 
both as to time and extent, will be, of course, government 
bureaucrats. Also, this Covenant is a blueprint for com- 
munism. 

Either one or both of these Covenants, if they should be 
ratified by the United States Senate, might destroy the rights 
of American citizens which the Declaration of Independence 
has stated to be an endowment of our Creator and in which 
we Americans firmly believe even though it may seem that at 
times we are bent on destroying them. 

We now have abroad in this land those who insist that a 
treaty ratified by the Senate may even change the Constitu- 
tion of the United States—a doctrine I utterly reject but the 
fact that the doctrine exists is evidence of the danger con- 
fronting this nation from the exercise of the treaty making 
power. 

(3) It is a fact, though, that under other forms of Gov- 
ernment, so-called ‘democratic’ governments, a treaty may 
be entered into and become binding without the approval of 
the legislative body of that government. We have recently 
resorted to executive agreements of the utmost importance 
to our nation; these executive agreements have not been sub- 
mitted to the Senate for ratificatino; and it is claimed by high 
authority that they do not have to be ratified by the Senate. 

(4) In most, if not all, other governments, particularly 
in the totalitarian ones, their nations may be committed to 
war without any action being taken by the legislative bodies 
of such governments to declare war. The executive authority 
of such nations take the nations into war, even as did Hitler 
in World War II. Our troops were committed to battle in 
Korea, upon the executive fiat of the President of the United 
States, in the same manner without Congress declaring war. 
It has been claimed that the Korean struggle is not a war at 
all but a police action—in which we have had to date over 
100,000 casualties, our costs have been several billions of 
dollars, and the end is not yet. 
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The Senate approved the Charter of the United Natioy 
for the United States, ostentatiously flown to Washingtm 
in a great fanfare of publicity. Opponents of that Charte 
could not be heard, and written protests were not eye 
acknowledged. However, that same Senate has thus fy 
refused to ratify conventions drafted by committees of th 
United Nations, though there have been no resounding oh 
jections which would result in a Senate disapproval of th 
Conventions. There have been no resolutions of the Sep. 
ate or of the Congress condemning and rejecting any po 
sible liabilities under any so-called executive agreement, 
whether at Yalta, Potsdam or elsewhere which were ng 
placed before the Senate for ratification and while ther 
have been severe criticisms of the President for ordering th 
troops into battle in Korea without a congressional declarg. 
tion of war, Congress has taken no negative action with 
respect thereto. On the contrary, it has authorized troop 
and money for the prosecution of that “police action.” 

(5) Arbitrary exercise of power grows by what it feeds 
upon: Less than a week ago, after this address had been 
prepared, President Truman seized and commenced the goy. 
ernment operation of all steel mills in the United State 
which had not entered into a contract or contracts with the 
CIO steel workers union. He, the President, has registered 
an oath in high Heaven to protect and defend the Consti- 
tion of the United States. There is not a single word in 
the Constitution which authorizes him to exercise such 
power to seize the steel mills. In fact, I am not alone in 
my belief that the seizure was in violation of the Constitu. 
tion the President had sworn to protect and defend. Com. 
menting editorially on this seizure one ‘of the Washington 
newspapers stated that: 

“If pretense is laid aside, it must be admitted that in 
this instance the President exercised the prerogatives of 
dictator. If he can seize the steel industry, without any 
law on the books for that purpose, in order to impos 
on it the recommendations of a governmental board, he 
can likewise seize other industries and labor unions. 
Reckless use of such power could quickly destroy our con- 
stitutional system and lead us into some form of author- 
tarianism. Indeed, the very concept that the President has 
authority ‘to do whatever is required’—to use Mr. Tn- 
man’s own words—is totalitarian in nature. We must 
remember that this idea of an all powerful national leader 
in the White House is asserted at a time when we are not 
in a war declared by Congress. 


“* * * Tn marshaling our strength to cope with aggre: 
sion abroad there is no excuse for slipping into one-man 
government at home. By seeking an easy way out of its 
dilemma, the administration has done far more damage 
to the cause of freedom and representative government 
than even a strike would have done.” 


Such seizure and exercise of power by any official of the 
United States should be condemned in no uncertain terms 
and should forfeit all claims to public esteem. 

In addition to the foregoing, we have followed the ex 
ample of governments in the old world in a great number 
of instances urged by segments of the population of the 
United States and approved by the Congress, either expressly, 
impliedly, or by failure to do anything about it. These 
departures from the original conception of our government 
commenced at least 20 years ago. Among others, they are: 

1. The entire credit structure of our nation now rest 
very largely upon administrative decisions and regulations. 
More than half of all private homes are being built under 
guarantees of the United States Government, which means 
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the collective guarantees of all the people, including those 
who have saved and worked to build and pay for their 
own houses. 

2. Approximately 15 million people of our nation, who 
with their families and dependents represent roughly one- 
third of the population, are now in receipt of government 
checks in one form or another. 

3. Until the adoption of the 16th Amendment, or in- 
come tax amendment in 1913, we had no income tax what- 
ever, except for a short period during the War between the 
States and we had a comparatively small but manageable 
governmental organization. We now have such income tax 
rates as to be practically confiscatory of the high incomes and 
@ high on modest incomes that the earners are in fact work- 
ing from two to six days a month for the Federal govern- 
ment in addition to paying many hidden, or excise taxes 
and paying both State and local taxes. These taxes have 
long since passed the point of diminishing returns and we 
have had a demand upon the present Congress for a further 
increase in taxes by some 7 to 10 billions, not millions, of 
dollars. Not content with such taxes on the living, huge 
taxes are imposed on the estates of those who die from time 
to time and leave any appreciable amount of property. 

Whether designedly or not, the Marxian philosophy of 
high progressive income taxes and confiscatory estate taxes 
has been adopted by our Government and such taxes are 
having the effect Marx predicted of destroying private en- 
terprise for lack of capital to keep it going. The substitute 
—the RFC, mink coats and influence peddlers! 

In a last desperate effort to regain some of the power 
transferred to our Government by the 16th Amendment, 
25 States of this Union have adopted resolutions demanding 
that Congress perform its constitutional duty in calling a 
convention to amend the Constitution by eliminating the 
16th Amendment and substituting another which will place 
a ceiling on income taxes and entirely eliminate estate taxes 
by the Federal government. 


4. Spending by the United States Government has in- 
creased to such an extent during the past six years that the 
total expended in this short period is but little less than all 
of the money spent by our national government during its 
previous history back to, and including, the Administration 
of President Washington. Our elected representatives have 
gone on the greatest spending binge in the history of man- 
kind; they have taken your and my earnings in the form of 
taxes and have not only used the tax money but they have 
borrowed vast sums on the credit of generations yet un- 
born to take the more abundant life to the peoples of the 
world, under various and sundry guises but generally under 
the guise that by so doing we would contain communism 
and prevent it from engulfing the rest of the world. 

The following fact may startle you, and is intended to 
do so: In 1938, Federal spending was equal in amount to 
the entire incomes of all individuals in the 11 Pacific and 
Rocky Mountain States and the estimated expenditures for 
that same government for 1952 equal the total estimated 
income of the people of all the 22 States west of the Missis- 
sippi River, as well as all of the State of Alabama and 
one-half of the State of Mississippi but in 1929, before the 
advent of the welfare state, the total expenditures of the 
Federal government were less than two-thirds of the in- 
come of the People of California, alone. The growth in 
Federal spending is not only stupendous since 1929, but it 
is frightening to all sensible people. Unless drastically re- 

d it means the destruction of our solvency—both as a 
Nation and as individuals. 


5. By the tremendous increase in debt and multiplication 
of credit, the value of the American dollar, which means 
the value of your savings, your insurance, your fixed income 
has been depreciated by 50 to 60% or more, or by the stu- 
pendous total of 116 billion dollars. Much of that not taken 
in taxes has disappered in the depreciation of the value of 
our money and wherever that has happened in past history, 
the middle class has been wiped out entirely and the poor are 
made poorer. Do not take my word for it; look at socialist 
England and communist Russia of today and Hitler, Ger- 
many, of yesterday, to mention but a few recent examples. 

6. The bureaucracies of our government, Federal, State, 
and local have so increased that today there are more civilian 
employees in these governments, each being paid from tax 
funds or by borrowings, than there are soldiers in our Army, 
Navy and Marine Corps. The welfare state has grown to 
such proportions that it bids fair to engulf all principal 
governmental activities and center them here in Washington, 
D. C. A welfare state will inevitably lead to an even greater 
concentration of power in Washington; and even greater 
increase in government bureaucracy, and an even greater 
loss of liberty. 

7. Approximately 20% of all electric power is being gen- 
erated by the United States Government and sold in com- 
petition with privately generated power—which must, in the 
form of taxes, bear a part of the cost of government genera- 
tion of power. Plans are being advocated which will more 
than double the present capacity of Federal generated elec- 
tric power. We build dams on the publicly represented ba- 
sis that they are necessary to control floods; then we place 
more land permanently under water than the floods ever 
did even temporarily; and we construct power generating 
plants to utilize the water behind the dams; and finally, the 
taxpayers are required to carry the burden of constructing 
and operating steam generation plants to supplement the 
hydroelectric power. 

8. We impose direct taxes on both the employee and the 
employer to the extent of 3% of the monthly payroll. The 
money is paid into the treasury as a Social Security tax; 
then we spend the money for the general purposes of the 
United States and place a due bill in the Treasury for the 
money. What do you suppose will happen when the people, 
employee and employer alike, are called upon to bear yet 
higher taxes to pay the Social Security for which there are 
no social security funds? The answer is found in Germany 
which had a social security system from the time of Bismark 
to the surrender of Germany in 1945. Shades of our an- 
cestors: who sought and found here an opportunity, a place 
in the sun, and did not seek to have their government sup- 
port them! 

9. The level of farm commodity prices are determined or 
influenced by appropriations from the United States Treas- 
ury—exports of industry are largely financed by such ap- 
propriations—all scarce imported metals and rubber are 
stockpiled and under the control of the Federal government 
—all silver production is being purchased by the United 
States Government—that government is steadily increasing 
its holdings of land either by private purchase or condemna- 
tion—and Federal appropriations are subsidizing innumer- 
able state projects. 

Numerous other instances, practices and trends could be 
cited if my time permitted me to do so, wherein the Gov- 
ernment of our forefathers has reverted to practices and 
burdens of the systems of big governments in the old world, 
which incidentally continue to exist there and from which 
our forefathers fled to this Country. However, I have cited 
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enough to demonstrate to you that we have here today and 
now a government by regimentation and control, a govern- 
ment of exceedingly burdensome and confiscatory taxation, 
not vastly different from the regimentations and control 
which plagued mankind for more than 17 centuries. In fact, 
we have attempted and are even now attempting by use of 
Federal power the regimentation and control over wages and 
prices, notwithstanding we know full well that some 4,000 
years ago the Kingdom of Babylonia prescribed in the Code 
of Hammurabi a rigid system of price controls which not 
only failed but completely smothered the nation. We also 
know that in the 4th Century, B. C., Athens, Greece, at- 
tempted to regulate trade in grain and decreed death to 
both trader and government inspector who violated the regu- 
lation. That, too, failed—probably because of a dearth 
of traders and inspectors after numerous executions. We 
know that the Edict of Diocletian in 301 A. D., was such 
a disastrous attempt to fix prices and wages that it impov- 
erished the Roman empire. In England today they have 
price and wage fixing and they also have “austerity,” having 
completely ignored a five-century similar attempt in that 
country, commencing in the 12th century. After five cen- 
turies of failure, Parliament repealed the law because such 
action was necessary “in the interest of public welfare.” Even 
as early as 1788 in this Country, the Continental Congress 
adopted a formal resolution wherein it was stated: 


“Tt hath been found by experience that limitation in the 
price of commodities is not only ineffective for the pur- 
pose proposed, but likewise productive of very evil conse- 
quences, to the great detriment of the public service and 
grievious oppreasion of individuals.” 


Unquestionably in the last twenty years the people of this 
Country have been busily engaged in removing the land- 
marks our Fathers set for us; with the unlimited taxation 
of incomes and estates made possible by the unlimited in- 
come tax amendment, adopted in 1913, and with the sub- 
servience of the Senate to pressure groups made possible by 
the direct election of these officers instead of election by the 
state legislatures; we have raised high the water-gate in the 
dam against big government in America and the subserv- 
ience of the people to that government which had been the 
uniform lot of the peoples of the world until we established 
the American Way of Life. No careful student of govern- 
ment would be truthful with you if he did not tell you 
that the American Way of Life has been greatly restricted 
and circumscribed since the 1930’s. The process bids fair 
to subvert our government to the ways of the old world 
governments and that soon. 

Are we going to permit to continue this centralization of 
all government power in the hands of officialdom in Wash- 
ington. That, of course, is the easy way, it is the line of 
least resistance, and to some, to those temporarily on the 
receiving end, it is most pleasant. But it has been the history 
of all goverments, past and present, that in the end there 
is loss of liberty, austerity in living, struggles among classes, 
and finally governmental chaos. We are even here begin- 
ning to experience these things; the exceedingly high taxes 
paid on March 15th of this year, which, by the way, were 
in addition to the hundreds of hidden taxes you pay every 
day of the year, are but the beginning. We are having class 
struggles in America—labor arrayed against capital, the 
poor against the rich, and there are racial and other similar 
struggles going on. Some racial and economic groups are 
voting as blocks and politicians are making bids for these 
blocks of votes. Prophetic, indeed, is that commencement 
address delivered in 1923 here in this City by the late Glenn 
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Frank when he declared that the world was then on th 
brink of a new Dark Age! 

In my humble judgment, the members of the Daughten 
of the American Revolution, if they would but do so, ca 
place in motion the forces which are able to sweep th 
“money changers from the temple” of our faith! Ameriq 
needs, and must have a new birth of freedom if our County 
is to escape totalitarianism and final destruction. You hay 
in your veins the blood of ancestors who visioned, established, 
and protected in its infancy our government under whid 
the untrammelled American Way of Life thrived for , 
century or more. That is a very short period in the life of 
nations and much shorter in the life of mankind. But we d 
not have to experiment, as did our forefathers. We know 
that such a way of life is possible and that it can bring 
such happiness to individuals as no other system of gover. 
ment has ever done. Then, I ask you why do we hesitate? 
Why do we permit the continued adoption and existence of 
practices and procedures which have to a large extent already 
destroyed much of the American Way of Life and bid fai 
to destroy the remainder ? 

“Eternal vigilance is the price of liberty,” and these are 
no idle words. The necessity for religious principles and 
morality in our government is likewise no idle phrase. We 
are on the eve of a great assize—at which we shall elect a 
President and Vice President, one-third of the members of 
the United States Senate, and all of the members of the 
House of Representatives. We shall also elect numerous 
Governors and legislatures in the respective States. Every 
American must agree, if he is honest with his own best 
interests, to say nothing of being faithful to the faith of 
his forefathers, that our God and our Country must take 
precedence over any political party or hope of personal gain, 
The fight for return to the people the American Way of 
Life, to regain the parts thereof that have already been lost, 
is now underway in the United States. Once again we have 
a struggle between Tories and Patriots—between those who 
are heart and soul for the American Way of Life and those 
who prefer the totalitarianism of a godless government which 
has been the curse of mankind. The choice should not be 
dificult for the Daughters of the American Revolution and 
the many thousands of its membership could be responsible 
for the votes of at least ten million Americans—more than 
enough to decide the struggle now underway. 

If you and I and every other patriotic American Citizen 
will follow Washington at Valley Forge and Abraham Lin- 
coln in the White House to their knees and seek the strength, 
courage, and assistance of our God who has smiled on this, 
His government, and if we then will go among our fellow 
citizens, teaching and encouraging them, the result will be 
such a return to religion and morality in America that it has 
not known since the two greatest crises which have faced 
us—the days when all seemed lost in the Revolutionary War 
and in the War between the States. Then having won that 
victory in November 1952, we must be ever alive that the 
victory is secured and translated into unselffish benefit to Prot- 
estant and Catholic, Jew and Gentile, white and black—not 
because they belong to some block of voters but because they 
are American citizens, entitled alike to share equally the 
benefits and equally the burdens of a government by the 
people, for the people, and of the people. 

If you will do this from now until after the November 
elections, you will return here next April—at least as happy 
as those who heard the pealings of the Liberty Bell atop 
Independence Hall nearly two centuries ago. Also, you 
assist in saving our system of Government—‘“the last best 
hope on earth,” said Lincoln. 
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Far-Eastern Problems 


DEFENSE THROUGH DETERRENT POWER 
By JOHN FOSTER DULLES, Attorney and Statesman 
Delivered before the French National Political Science Institute, Paris, France, May 5, 1952 


I 
| NY discussion of far-eastern problems can well start 


with Japan. Japan is the only great industrial power 

of Asia and has a unique capacity for good or evil. 
She can contribute mightily to the development of the under- 
developed area of Asia. But also she could contribute to the 
Soviet Communist program of world conquest because of 
her potential ability to produce modern types of precision 
weapons and because the Japanese people have historically 
been susceptible to militarism. Stalin has said that with 
Japan the Soviet Union would be “invincible.” 

If Soviet communism could, without precipitating general 
war, get control of Japan, that would involve such a shift 
in the balance of power in the Far East that the Soviet lead- 
ers might then be prepared, without further delay, to risk 
a general war. Without that, the industrial balance is so 
strongly against Soviet Russia that it woud be reckless for 
its leaders to precipitate a general war at this time. 

The free world needs Japan, just as Japan needs the free 
world, so that Japan will not again be exploited and ruined 
to serve the evil purposes of a few imperialists. That is basic 
to any free-world program for peace. 

The Japanese Peace Treaty and the United States security 
treaties with Japan, Australia, New Zealand, and the Philip- 
pines go a long way toward establishing a Pacific Ocean 
security system and Japan has now freely joined that system 
as a sovereign equal, by the overwheming choice of her 
people. 

The Soviet Union attempted desperately to prevent the 
consummation of peace with Japan on terms which would 
bring Japan into relations of collective security with the 
United States. Happily the Soviet Union does not occupy 
any substantial parts of Japan. It has, however, economic 
attractions to offer Japan. The Japanese face a difficult 
problem of survival without access to the raw materials and 
markets of the Communist-controlled mainland. 


During the course of our peace negotiations the Com- 
munist Party in Japan openly threatened that, if so-called 
separate peace was negotiated, Japan would be invaded from 
Sakhalin and the Kurile and Habomai Islands, where Soviet 
forces are within 2 miles of Hokkaido, the main northern 
island of Japan; and also the Communist Party threatened 
the use, in this connection, of the large body of indoctri- 
nated Japanese troops which had surrendered to the Soviet 
Union and which, in violation of the surrender terms, the 
Soviet Union had retained for its own political purposes. 

In addition of threats, there were promises. Cheap raw 
materials and vast markets were offered. For example, coal 
was offered at one-third the price which Japan now has to 
pay for coal transported over long ocean routes. 

When we went to San Francisco to consummate the Jap- 
anese Peace Treaty in the face of the menacing presence of a 
high-powered Soviet delegation, we felt that there was risk 
that the Soviet Union and Communist China would use our 
action as a pretext for open violence. But the free world 
allies and the Japanese Government did not hesitate. We 


all knew that if we faltered in our purpose because of Soviet 
threats or Soviet promises, our irresolution would lead surely 
to Soviet domination of Japan and all of Asia and, in the 
end, produce an increased risk of war under conditions much 
more disadvantageous than now. So, we persisted and a 
great step was taken for peace. 

There are still many problems ahead for Japan, and the 
other free nations will have to take account of her economic 
necessities. But we have at least safely passed a major point 
of peril which a year ago caused us grave concern. 


II 


If the Soviet leaders cannot by strategems win control of 
Japan, then the danger of open war will have receded. We 
shall, however, still have to cope with the Soviet long-term 
program of encirclement. We should always remember that 
Soviet Communist doctrine has never taught a primary reli- 
ance upon open war against the west until the west has been 
so encircled and weakened that its plight would be desperate. 
Then, Stalin has said the west might well abandon a hope- 
less struggle and surrender to Communist rule. 

In this program of encirclement Asia has always loomed 
large. Asia, Stalin has said, is “the road to victory in the 
West” and Soviet foreign policy has always pursued an “Asia 
first” policy. It had, and grasped, an unexpected opportunity 
to pick up important gains in central Europe as a result of 
World War II. But basically the Soviet program looks to 
Asia as the area of greatest return at the present time. The 
people of Asia, they calculate, can be more readily “amal- 
gamated”—which is Stalin’s word—into the Soviet orbit 
than the peoples of Western Europe. Asians do not have the 
same deeply rooted traditions of personal and political liberty 
and the ghost of the old colonialism frightens the Asian peo- 
ple from the kind of as ciation with the west which is 
needed for economic and military strength. The tide of com- 
munism has already engulfed about 500,000,000 Asian peo- 
ple and the waves of communism beat ominously against 
many others. 

That long-range threat, of vast scope, is one that the free 
world must not ignore. 


III 


France and the United States, through hard experience— 
you in Indochina and we in Korea—have come to know well 
the danger of militant communism in Asia. You are carry- 
ing the principal burden of helping the associated states of 
Indochina to maintain their independence. You have thus 
assumed a heavy burden, in lives and in money. I am glad 
that the United States is now helping substantially. I should 
personally be glad to see us do more, for you have really 
been left too much alone to discharge a task which is vital 
to us all. 

Indochina is the key to southeast Asia upon the resources 
of which Japan is largely dependent. It’s losses to commun- 
ism would gravely endanger other areas and it is thus a 
matter of general concern. 
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For a time the fighting in Vietnam was widely misinter- 
preted as being an effort by a colonial power to maintain its 
rule as against the will of patriots to win their freedom. 
That misinterpretation is now being dispelled as a result of 
the wise action that your Government has taken and con- 
tinues to take to accord sovereign and independent status 
to the three associated states within the framework of the 
French union. It happily fell to my lot to make the decision 
that the three associated states of Vietnam, Laos, and Cam- 
bodia would be invited to sign the Japanese Peace Treaty as 
independent sovereign states. This first introduction of these 
nations into the free world community has, I believe, helped 
to present in its true light the struggle which there takes 
place. Alien despotism is there fighting in the name of 
liberation, to impose a servitude, which would be a step 
toward further conquest. 


IV 


It seems to me that France and the United States, as two 
free nations which have had to come to close grips with Com- 
munist armed aggression, should be doing some hard thinking 
about how to meet in Asia this all-pervading and omnibus 
threat of Communist aggression. 

I suggest that we might consider whether open military 
aggression by Red armies could not best be prevented by the 
readiness to take retaliatory action, rather than by attempts 
to meet the aggression on the spot where it occurs. It is not 
possible to create, through the vast Asian sector of the fron- 
tier of freedom, the kind of local defense which is being cre- 
ated here in Western Europe. The cost of that would be 
prohibitive. So long as Soviet and Chinese Communist 
leaders can pick the time, place, and method of aggression, 
anywhere in Asia, and so long as we only rush ground troops 
to meet it at the time they select, at the place they select, 
and with the weapons they select, we are at a disadvantage 
which can be fatal. 

On the other hand, the free world possesses, particularly 
in sea and air power, the capacity to hit an aggressor where 
it hurts, at times and places of our choosing. If a potential 
aggressor knew in advance that his aggression would bring 
that answer, then I am convinced that he would not commit 
aggression. 

This doctrine of peace by deterrent power I have preached 
in Japan. I there pointed out that Japan’s security arrange- 
ments with the United States would mean that if there were 
open armed attack on Japan, the United States would strike 
back with overwhelming power. Siberia and much of China, 
notably Manchuria, are vulnerable from the standpoint of 
transport and communication. There are ports and lines of 
communication which, if destroyed, would paralyze Soviet 
strength in Asia. And, of course, every despotic police state, 
being dependent upon highly centralized controls, is vul- 
nerable to the disruption of its system of communication. 

Is it not time that the Chinese Communists knew that, 
if, for example, they sent their Red armies openly into Viet- 
nam, we will not be content merely to try to meet their 
armed forces at the point they select for their aggression, 
but by retaliatory action of our own fashioning? 

I believe indeed that the possibility that this retaliation 
might happen is what has, in fact, already been deterring the 
Soviet and Chinese Communists from more open armed ag- 
gression in Asia today. But would it not be better if that 
deterrent influence were openly and unashamedly organized 
on behalf of the community of free nations? That could be 
done within the framework of the UN Charter and perhaps 
with the help of such agencies as the Peace Observation 
Commission. If it were done that way, it would, on the one 
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hand, impress more strongly the potential aggressors and, o, 
the other hand, give reassurance that no single free worl 
nation would recklessly take action which might have gray 
consequences for many. 

France has shown a leadership in inventing new politica 
measures to safeguard, in peace, the Western Continent of 
Europe. The whole world is deeply in your debt for cop. 
ceiving and consummating what we know as the Schuma 
plan, which unifies the coal and the steel which in the pay 
forged the competing weapons of Franco-German war, 
Through the Pleven plan for a European defense community 
you are laying the basis for a European army which will owe 
its allegiance to something higher and broader than com. 
peting national policies. I appeal to you to use your capacity 
for original political thinking to help to devise new ways 
whereby, at bearable cost and minimum risk, the frontier 
of freedom can be held throughout its entire length. 


V 


Even when we deter Soviet or Chinese Communists from 
open invasion with their Red armies, there will still remain 
the problem of dealing with local revolts which may be 
stimulated and secretly aided from without. Today that 
problem is greatly aggravated by the political influence ex. 
erted by the vast military power of the Soviet Union, now 
coupled with that of Communist China, poised at a central 
area where it could strike with massive force at any point 
along the 20,000-mile frontier of freedom. That menace 
intimidates the exposed governments; it enables local Com- 
munist parties to capitalize on mass fear and it encourages in- 
surgents to fight on in the hope that powerful military 
strength will shortly be at their side. Once that external 
menace is neturalized by a known will and capacity to re- 
taliate, then the internal revolutionary problem will become 
more manageable. That has been demonstrated in Japan and 
the Philippines, and I believe that, under the conditions de- 
scribed, it can also be demonstrated in Indochina, so as to 
bring that affair to an acceptable end. 


VI 


In dealing with the Communist menace in Asia, the great- 
est handicap is the Asian fear of western colonialism. That 
fear drives a wedge of disunity which endangers both parts 
of the free world. The people of Asia, justly proud of their 
rich and ancient cultures and newly won political inde- 
pendence, fear that cooperation with the West will subject 
them again to political or economic dependence on the West 
and require them to submit to offensive western arrogance. 
Communist propaganda is devoting itself to arousing these 
fears by misrepresentation of western motives and the fabri- 
cation of stories of western misconduct in relation with non- 
white peoples. 

Each of the western powers has a special duty to conduct 
itself so as to give the lie to this Communist propaganda 
and so as to lay once and for all the ghost of western colo- 
nialism. 

The United States faces a difficult test in Japan where 
our Armed Forces, having come there as conquerors and rul- 
ers over a defeated oriental people, now stay on at the in- 
vitation of a sovereign Japanese Government, with a duty 
to cooperate as with equals. All of Asia is watching to see 
what will happen there. Also, they look to see what happens 
in Indochina as between the French Nation and the asso- 
ciated states of Indochina. Also they even look as far as 
Africa. 

Both of our countries carry a heavy responsibility. I am 
confident that we shall discharge it. Our past conduct shows 
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dramatically our desire to promote national independence 
among all peoples capable of self-government. The United 
States has shown that in the Philippines. You have shown it 
in Indochina and elsewhere. The United Kingdom has, of 
course, Shown it on a vast scale. 

The people of the West believe basically in the equal rights 
and equal dignity of all men and in the sacredness of the 
individual personality of all. That faith had its beginning in 
Judea, where east and west met, and it held that all men, 
without regard to race and color, were the creation and con- 
cern of a universal God. That western belief in the nature 
of man is what has made western colonialism from the be- 
ginning a self-liquidating affair. The political independence 
and new dignity that other races have won in recent years 
js not a frustration of western goals, but their fulfillment. 
Surely, we can find ways to make that clear and, in so doing, 
creates, between the free East and the free West, a sense of 
common destiny. 

I should like above all to emphasize that this “common 
destiny” is not a mere high-sounding phrase, but a reality. 
As against the Soviet Communist type of global strategy no 
small part of the free world can be made impregnable with- 
out regard to the fate of the rest. Already one-third of the 
world is dominated by an imperalist brand of communism 
and one-third of the manpower and natural resources of the 
world are being consolidated and exploited for an avowed 
program of world conquest to be achieved by the close en- 
circlement and ultimate strangulation of the West. Already 
the free world has been so shrunk that no further substantial 
parts of it can be lost without danger to the whole that 
remains. 


There are a few in the United States who think that the 


United States alone can be made impregnable. That is so 
false a conception that I am confident that, whatever the 
outcome of our forthcoming Presidential elections, United 
States foreign policy will not reflect that ostrich attitude. 


There are also some in Western Europe who seem to think 


that it can be made impregnable, apart from Asia, and that 
the Near, Middle and Far East are expendable. I suggest 
that they may be as foolish as those Americans whom they 
condemn for believing that the United States can be made 
impregnable without regard to what happens in Europe. 


Of course, our own homes contain what is dearest to us 


and it is natural and inevitable that each should think first of 
preserving his own home and countryside. Surely, however, 
we have now learned that those who seek this in isolation 
are, in fact, conniving at an aggression which, in the end, 
will strike them down. 


Many feel that we must gamble on partial defense because 


they are appalled at what they imagine would be the cost of 
defending the whole. That is why we must think more in 
terms of defense through deterrent power, whereby many can 


be defended at the same price as one. 


If we care enough, if we are resourceful enough and brave 
enough, we can guard, in peace, the entire frontier of free- 


dom. Under the cover of that shield the free peoples can, 


through their conduct and example, make so apparent the 
advantages of freedom that the despots will gradually loosen 
their grip on the captive peoples and the present tide of 
despotism will recede. That will be the ultimate victory, 
and it is within our power to win it. 


The Asian-African Bloc 


A DIFFERENT OUTLOOK THAN ATLANTIC NATIONS 
By AHMED S. BOKHARI, Ambassador and Pakistan Permanent Representative to the United Nations 
Delivered to the Model General Assembly, Barnard College, New York, N. Y., April 7, 1952 


thank very heartily Dean MacIntosh, Professor 

Peardon, Mr. William Henderson, and Miss Ruth 
Schacter, whose kindness, courtesy and hospitality has made 
it possible for me to receive the honour which you this after- 
noon are bestowing upon me. When I was told that I was 
to address the U. N. Model Assembly as its keynote speaker 
I was for a moment confused with the ambiguity of the 
situation. I did not know whether this assembly, calling 
itself as it does, the Model Assembly, was going to model 
itself on that little place on the East River or whether it 
expected that that little place on the East River should in 
God’s good time model itself on your behavior. As I hoped 
to be able to show, we in the United Nations—certainly 
the speaker that you find before you this afternoon looks 
forward to basing his own conduct and behavior upon yours 
with the certainty that by doing so, he will improve his 
life in this world and hereafter. 

I cannot prophesy to you what form your discussions will 
take, but if they have any resemblance to the discussions in 
the United Nations, I can make one prophecy: that you will 
find certain differences of opinion amongst you. In fact, be- 
cause of these, I may also prophesy that occasionally perhaps, 
frequently, you will find yourself teetering on the brink of 


M R. President, will you permit me at the outset to 


a collapse. You will everyday wonder whether this organi- 
zation can go on. 

There will be several types of differences but I will, if 
I may, concentrate for a moment on two of them. The first 
is very easy to describe, and I do not need to devote much 
time to it: that is a fundamental difference that has ap- 
peared many times in the halls of the United Nations and 
which is referred to as the East-West conflict. Addressing 
as I do an Assembly of American young men and women, 
I do not have to tell you what the conflict is, because if 
an American young man or young woman does not know the 
pros and cons of that conflict and cannot stoutly hold his or 
her own in it who can? 

I will pass on therefore to another difference which is 
descernibly growing every day in the United Nations. It 
is not a serious difference. It is a difference which if it works 
within a democratic framework might, in fact one hopes very 
strongly that it will ultimately contribute to its strength 
rather than lead to is enfeeblement. 

You may have occasionally noticed a group of people 
described in the headlines of newspapers as the Arab-Asian 
bloc. Of course the word “bloc” is used because it is short 
and therefore can fit into the headline of a column. There 
is no particular political significance behind the word “‘bloc”’. 
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This is not a political grouping of any special kind. It is a 
general coalescence of certain interests which because of past 
history and tradition, certain nations have come to have in 
common. And may I as an Asian myself perhaps give you 
a little account of what these differences are, where they 
arise and what one hopes to do with them. 

These differences are generally speaking between these 
nations and generally speaking, Western European nations. 
What has brought these people together and what is the 
common point of view they have? You notice I say the 
point of view. It would be so easy for me to slip into a 
vocabulary of cliches and call it ideology. The word ide- 
ology is rather loosely used in a very spend-thrift manner 
nowadays. There are three or four differences between this 
group of nations taken by and large and the outlook—I do 
not say the beliefs, and I certainly do not say the ideology, 
—of Western European nations principally those who border 
on the Atlantic. 

The first difference which arises is as regards the emo- 
tional content of the racial problems in the world. You will 
appreciate that we, or most of these nations, have in the 
past and some of them are in the present victims of great 
racial discrimination. You will forgive them therefore if 
they cannot always forget the iniquities to which such a 
doctrine can expose people and therefore take a strong emo- 
tional stand. This racialism they will always stoutly oppose, 
wherever they find signs of it. Please do not misunderstand 
me; I am not referring to small domestic incidents of the 
kind that may happen in your country or in mine. I am 
not referring to individual isolated incidents. It will be a 
long time before any country can stand up and say that no 
such thing would ever happen with its domains. I am talk- 
ing of racial discrimination on a large international scale 
where it is not only a disgrace to the dignity of man but a 
menace to peace. You must have read news about racial dis- 
crimination in many countries—in some countries in Africa, 
in some other countries elsewhere, where it has occasionally 
reared its head. I have not found one single delegate from 
any Western European or Atlantic country who does not 
believe exactly as we do. But the difference is in the emo- 
tional response to the situation. 

The second question on which this group of nations feels 
very strongly is the question which can be put generally 
under the heading of colonialism. Now may I remind you 
that this group of nations represents more than half the 
population of the world. There was a time when I had to 
remind people of this fact. There was a time when people 
did not believe this simple statement, unless they consulted 
statistical records. I do not think that the world is so ig- 
norant today as not to realize that simple fact, that more 
than half the people of the world live in Asia, and there- 
fore, as human beings, if not in quality, in quantity they 
count. Their feelings multiplied by these large numbers 
begin to become a factor of great significance and potency 
in world politics. A number of these nations were too re- 
cently under colonial domination. God has saved most of 
you sitting in this room, if not all of you, from the experi- 
ence of colonial administration. There was one time when 
perhaps your forefathers regarded themselves as one of the 
colonies of England and felt restive. But domination of one 
race by another, begins to have features which are much 
uglier than you can imagine. Whenever a colonial question 
arises, you can easily imagine why this group of people 
should feel so strongly as they do. Colonialism—we have 
seen it at close quarters—is twice accursed. It is a curse to 
him who dominates and a curse to him who is dominated. 
Apart from pure material exploitation that may be going 


on, there is a psychological twist given to the natures of 
human beings under colonial domination which destroys the 
dignity of men and makes them unworthy of the humanity 
to which they profess to belong. It ruins the psychology 9; 
the subject people as well as their rulers and therefore any 
colonial ruler will always realize, if he is enlightened, tha 
the situation far from doing him good in any tangible seng 
is doing him ill in a deep sense. On these questions you will 
always find a large number of these countries grouped to 
gether with a strong emotional reaction to the situation 
which sometimes others may find difficult to understand. 

Thirdly, these countries represent some of the poorest 
peoples in the world. I have frequently talked to my Ameri. 
can friends about poverty. “They understand the word; 
but it is almost impossible for them to understand the thing 
for which that word stands, because standards are so differ. 
ent. It is difficult for them to understand that what js 
merely described as a poor man in America is a reason- 
ably prosperous person in many of our countries. It is difi- 
cult to describe to them that there are countries in which 
the income of a person for a year may be no more than $50.00, 
It is dificult to describe to them—countries where the aver- 
age expectation of life may be no more than 27 years, or 
where the average rate of literacy may be no more than 
5 to 10 percent. Now these poor nations because of inter- 
national developments suddenly find themselves on the stage 
of the world, where they are asked to shoulder their respon- 
sibilities as members of the international community on a 
par with others. It is their moral responsibility to do so 
and it will be the height of shame for them to shirk this 
international duty. But with the resources which they have, 
they cannot possibly show the same efficiency in handling 
the world situation as some of their more developed brothers 
can. They ask that this situation should be righted, that 
grave economic inequalities in the world should be removed. 

There was a time—and any student of history will be able 
to give you the date—when people with higher incomes in 
any community, in any country, could not understand why 
they should be taxed so heavily for the sake of the poor 
and the idle. They resented this in the same way as they 
resented the fact that the poor and the idle should have the 
same voting right as they had. These were actual problems 
at one time, and reformers had to preach the doctrines of 
political and economic justice and persuade people to believe 
in them. Today we do not have to do that. Today we do not 
have, in any civilized country, to explain why the rich should 
be taxed at a higher rate than the poor. These things are 
taken for granted. So much have we accepted the respon- 
sibility of an entire community toward every member of it. 
Not so, however, in the international community yet. If 
a member of the international community which is backward, 
which is illiterate, which has disease and poverty and famine 
raging within its country asks for help, it is still, more or 
less, assumed that this help would be. by way of charity, 
much the same as a century or two ago the taxable rich 
thought they were performing charity towards the rest of 
the community. 

We, at our end, do not regard such help as charity. We 
regard it as an international responsibility. We regard it 
as the fulfilment of the simple principle “from each accord- 
ing to his power to each according to his need.” But when 
such aid comes to these countries from the more developed 
countries and is most gratefully received, certain other ques- 
tions arise. Is this kind of aid bound to have a political 
significance? Are there strings attached to it? Finally, what 
is this aid meant for? 

This last question is important. May I digress for a 


Danie 
—_— 


moment 
when ul 
long ti 
facture, 
two cen 
countrie 
as long 
it can © 
fore, an 
centrate 
suspiciol 
order t¢ 
produce 
comes t 
ys the 1 
ize our 
materia 
as almc 
Ther 
redress 
you to 
be hel 
that I 
cally p 
tween 
for the 
discove 
vast ar 
stone 
merely 
they a: 
orienta 
picture 


Deli 


“Gasl 
tempt 
succet 
she v 
the e1 


mont 


came 
“Ga s 
infini 
I 

used 

frien 
versi 
But: 
the 
cious 
to es 








y 


of 


ity 
of 
ny 
lat 
se 
ill 
:0- 
on 





Daniel Hong Lew 


497 





__ 


moment and remind ourselves that most of these countries 
when under colonial domination or foreign rule, had for a 
long time been the sources of raw material. All the manu- 
fycture, all the industries have been concentrated now for 
two centuries in which are known as the more developed 
countries of the world. We have found by experience that 
4s long as a country remains the producer of raw materials 
it can never approach the necessary self-sufficiency. There- 
fore, any development schemes in our countries, if they con- 
centrate purely on greater production of raw material, arouse 
suspicion. We in this age have to industralize ourselves in 
order to make use of the raw materials which our countries 
produce. On the other hand, in most cases the aid that 
comes to us, say from the United Nations, sometimes gives 
ys the impression that to use that aid in order to industrial- 
ie our country rather than make it more efficient as a raw 
material producing part of the world would be looked upon 
4s almost foolish. 

Therefore, whenever the question arises of how best to 
redress the economic disequilibrium of the world, I will beg 
you to remember that first of all these countries have to 
he helped by the international community for the reasons 
that I have given you, and secondly, they have to be practi- 
cally pulled out of one age into another. The difference be- 
tween those countries that have lived in an agricultural era 
for the last many centuries and those which have since the 
discovery of steam, gone on to an industrial era, is just as 
yast and just as fundamental as the difference between the 
stone age and the age of agriculture. The problem is not 
merely one of making them more efficient in doing what 
they are doing. The problem is one of giving them a new 
orientation according to the production and manufacture 
picture of the world today. 


On these three or four points there will always be dif- 
ferences and the stress will vary considerably even amongst 
those who agree on the fundamental principles. 

I cannot think of one liberal idea, one charitable belief, 
one concept for the promotion of liberty for which many 
distinguished Americans have not worked and some of them 
have not died. On that we build our hope. Yours is a very 
great country. You have a great responsibility towards the 
world whether you like it or not. On how far you accept 
the responsibility cheerfully depends the future of civiliza- 
tion as I know it. 

I must bring my words to a close because I know you have 
a busy session ahead of you. I will not presume to give you 
any advice. As I said I am looking forward to your activi- 
ties as a source of inspiration to us. There is only one dele- 
gation amongst you to whom I can dare to give some advice 
and that is the delegation of Pakistan. I would advise this 
delegation to remember that it represents a backward coun- 
try that achieved independence only four years ago. It 
should desist from regarding itself as representing a great 
power; it is not. But it should try nevertheless to make 
the best and sincerest contribution it can to the solution of 
world problems. It might sometimes have the temptation of 
subjecting the good of the international community to the 
narrow interests of its own country. My advice to it is: 
such mental struggles are natural but I very much hope that 
in such a struggle you, in the last resort, will prefer the 
good of the international community to the narrow inter- 
ests of your own country. 

One last piece of advice—again, to the delegation of Pakis- 
tan. When you have something to say, please say it. When 
you have nothing to say, please keep quiet. 


Brain Washing in Stalinist China 


THE MASS: A SOULLESS BIPED, A HUMAN ROBOT 
By DANIEL HONG LEW, Committee for a Free Asia, San Francisco, California 
Delivered at the Annual Luncheon of Southern California Republican Women, Los Angeles, California, January 31, 1952 


EVERAL years ago, I saw a motion picture with an 

unbelievably fantastic plot starring Mr. Charles Boyer 

and Miss Ingrid Bergman. The picture was called 
“Gaslight.” It portrayed a scheming husband’s ruthless at- 
tempt to suggest to his wife that she was insane. He was 
succeeding in doing so until, on the very verge of insanity, 
she was saved by a fortunate circumstance which revealed 
the evil intent and method of the husband. During the eight 
months I was in Communist China, this picture frequently 
came to my mind, for the process which had taken place in 
“Gaslight” was being repeated in Communist China on an 
infinitely grander and more massive scale. 

I personally witnessed some of the cunning techniques 
used in Communist China in the mental subjugation of my 
friends there, including fellow faculty members of the uni- 
versity in Peiping where I was teaching, and my students. 
But while my own brain remains “unwashed,” I lived under 
the same subtle threat long enough to comprehend its mali- 
ciousness. Only by the best of good fortune did I manage 
to escape from a similar fate and to leave that part of China 


which has become Stalinist no less than Byelorussia, Poland, 
Mongolia and other Soviet satellite regions. 

I have chosen to call the mainland of China “Stalinist” 
so long as the communist power dominates it. While it is 
true that Mao Tse-tung is the Chinese communist leader, 
yet he is no less a Soviet puppet than Quisling under the 
Nazis, and Wang Ching-wei under the Japanese. The re- 
luctance to give Mao in China and Gottwald in Czecho- 
slovakia the stigma of Quisling is due chiefly to a general 
confusion which communist propaganda has until now suc- 
ceeded in sowing. 

For Stalin has improved on the insidious use of the power 
of suggestion which was illustrated in “Gaslight” and which 
came into extensive use through the propaganda of Hitler 
and Goebbels only a few years ago. We in the free world 
seem to have too quickly forgotten about Hitler’s “Mein 
Kampf” in which Nazi propaganda principles, perverting the 
principles of applied psychology, were fully expounded. But 
the Stalinists have completely taken over the central Hitlerian 
idea that a lie, if big enough and if constantly hammered on 
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the minds of the people, would be believed by the people. 
Thus far they seem to be succeeding where Hitler’s tactics 
failed because Hitler’s lies and fifth columnists were more 
easily detected whereas those of Stalin wear disguises which 
vary from place to place and from time to time. 

The world became aware of the tyrannical nature of Nazi 
rule soon after Hitler’s ascension to power in 1933. By 1939, 
Hitler was challenged by Great Britain and France, al- 
though these Allied powers were by no means prepared to 
wage a successful war against Nazi Germany by themselves. 
Yet, the impulsive acts of Hitlerism had so aroused and so 
antagonized the democratic states of Europe that a show- 
down was quickly inevitable. Hitler was an obnoxious and 
arrogant sabre rattler. He made little effort to disguise his 
ambitions or to quiet the fears of other Europeans. 


Josef Stalin, on the other hand, has profited from Hitler’s 
experience. He has cleverly shielded himself from the hatred 
that the reckless Nazi leader brought down so quickly on 
himself. He has enjoyed greater success because of his 
shrewdness in comprehending the effectiveness of the subtle 
and devious. As leader of the Soviet Union and the world 
communist movement, Stalin takes on the appearance of a 
benevolent and kindly father. His speeches have usually 
been mild in tone; they often sound solicitous. His person- 
ality is reported even by some American visitors to be friendly 
and disarming. Yet, this same man has said, in Emil Lud- 
wig’s biography of him: “the best thing in life is to ferret 
out one’s enemy, prepare the stroke carefully, revenge one- 
self mercilessly, and then lie down to sleep.”” Thus he used 
two friends, the other two members of the triumvirate which 
ruled Soviet Russia after Lenin’s death, Zinovievy and 
Kamenev, to get rid of Trotsky. After the job was accom- 
plished Stalin liquidated both of them. He was the execu- 
tionist of the 1937 purges and is the keeper of thousands 
of slave labor camps. ; 


Apparently unaware of the influence and direction of 
Stalin on the Chinese communist movement, many western 
writers on contemporary China find it fashionable to give a 
social analysis to the present crisis there. They praise the 
communist conquest of the Chinese mainland and attach 
faith to the future development of the communist power on 
the basis of the Chinese national character. These foreign 
expositors of Chinese communism have generally rationalized 
the rise of the Chinese Communist Party by attributing to 
it historical trends in the social institutions of China and 
have been wishfully thinking that Mao Tse-tung will turn 
Titoist. Some even deny, without the benefit of personal 
first-hand observation, that the Chinese communists are pup- 
pets of the Kremlin. 


But the technique developed in Soviet Russia which Victor 
Kravchenko in his book J Chose Freedom and which other 
Russian escapees from the Soviet Iron Curtain have described 
show that it is the same technique which is being applied to 
Stalinist Europe and Stalinist China with apparently equal 
effectiveness. One of Mao Tse-tung’s chief lieutenants, Chen 
Po-ta, has said that Mao “was able to become Stalin’s out- 
standing student and the leader of China’s victorious revolu- 
tion because his methods of work and his way of thinking 
are those of Stalin’s.” Mao himself admitted as early as 
1939: “Only with Stalin’s guidance, with Stalin’s help, can 
we obtain relief from our calamities.” And had there been 
no Stalin, Mao went on to ask, who would be there to give 
directions? If Stalin could direct Mao Tse-tung’s revolution 
despite differences in the national character of China and 
Russia, what valid reason is there to think that Chinese com- 
munists are not or will not become the Soviet type? 


While tactical details may differ in Stalinist China t) 
technique and strategy applied there are those of the Sovig 
Union and are not limited in the national character ¢ 
Russia. Indeed, Stalin’s “methods of work and his way ¢ 
thinking” are being followed in communist China in spit 
of China’s national character. Take for instance, the trad; 
tion of the Chinese family which is perhaps outstanding 
among the family systems of the world. ‘he Chinese family 
institution, sanctioned and respected since the age of Cop 
fucious, is being ruthlessly undermined by the Chinese Sty. 
linists contrary to the opinion of those who were positiy 
that Chinese family conservatism would repel the onslaught 
of communism in China. What is actually happening is thy 
both in their domestic propaganda and in their calculate 
action, the family is being condemned by the communists 
a reactionary feudalistic institution and is being systemati- 
cally destroyed by inducing fanatic youth to denounce their 
parents and by physically separating family members through 
assignment of differently located work. The process ig 4 
simple as that. 

The annihilation of individualism, the breakup of the 
family, the destruction of national independence are the 
avowed and determined aims of all Stalinists, whether in 
the U.S.S.R., in Red China or anywhere else on the face of 
the globe. These concepts, the concept of the individual 
person, the tradition of the family, the idea of the nation, 
are the very foundations of advanced civilization and are 
values which make human life different from that of other 
creatures and therefore making it worthwhile. But they are 
being uprooted by the Stalinists because they stand in the 
way of communist domination and expansion. 

In this attack on the minds of men much use is made of 
key words which actually connote certain ideals and aspira- 
tions of mankind but which the Stalinists have twisted to 
mean very different things to serve their own ends. The 
word “freedom,” for example, means the duty to conform 
to communist thought and action. The “people” are those 
who support or are capable of supporting communism. 
“Democracy” is the communist word for mass acquiescence 
whether in speech or in action. “Truth” is news and in- 
formation which enhance the communist cause. “Peace” 
means surrender of non-communist forces. 


This distorted meanings of such words become palatable 
when the whole state of mind of the people forced to Listen 
to them is pulverized by communist discipline and indoctri- 
nation. This ruthless operation of Soviet thought control is 
fully revealed in Stalinist China where the process is now 
properly dubbed “brain washing.” 

Brain washing is the systematic repetition of basic lies to 
distort the minds of normal sensible people in an environ- 
ment against which they are powerless to resist. For in order 
that this process can succeed to any degree, the conditions 
under which it is done must be thoroughly controlled. Mod- 
ern psychology has learned that the human mind can be s0 
conditioned that it will accept almost anything as true if the 
conditioning is continuous and skillfully administered. 

Before the Chinese Stalinists took over the ancient capital 
of Peiping, their troops had first to defeat the defending 
Nationalist armies. After that there was no military force 
to oppose them and they were able to impose a monopoly of 
Stalinist power over the subdued territory. That power 3 
not merely in the orthdox form of police and military con- 
trol; they applied the diabolical technique of the Kremlin 
to exercise control through the paralysis of men’s minds. 
This was something that even the Japanese occupation had 
not thought of doing when I saw them come into Peiping 
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only twelve years earlier, in 1937. The Japanese control 
was superficial, and though they too prohibited freedom of 
speech and of the press—the outward expressions of freedom 
of thought—they did not pry into the minds of men or to 
attempt the washing of their brains. 

On the mainland of China, Mao-Tse-tung and his fellow 
puppets have succeeded in imposing widespread military con- 
trol. They have captured almost absolute and complete con- 
trol of every type of social power and every phase of national 
and individual life. “The types of social power which in any 
free pluralistic society contribute to the personal security and 
welfare of each citizen are such things as financial and eco- 
nomic power, religious organizations, fraternal and civic asso- 
cations, family ties and intellectual prestige. Ordinarily 
these institutions stand as a protective bulwark to individual 
citizens against the power of impersonal general society to 
assert itself over the individual person. An individual, if 
unemployed or if faced with any personal calamity, could 
sek comfort or assistance from any of these types of social 
power in a free society. ‘They also serve as articulate means 
to check the expansive tendencies of state power. But through 
heavy taxation, reduction of purchasing power, through check 
and control of all organizations, and the subordination of 
everything to the communist authority, all of these institu- 
tions are reduced to impotence in Stalinist China. Com- 
munist control is so complete and punitive reprisals so cer- 
tain that no organization could even begin to interfere with 
the communist scheme of subjecting each individual to direct 
vassalage under the communist power. 

In such an environment, brain washing proceeds to reshape 
human nature. The Number 2 leader of Stalinist China, 
Liu Sho-chi, said in October 1949: “Communists through- 
out the world, including those in China, are a completely 
new type of people hitherto unknown in history.” “The 
pressing task before the Chinese people today,” he went on, 
‘is to absorb the new culture of the Soviet Union.” It is 
precisely because this new type of people is the inhuman 
Soviet type which makes the spread of world communism 
such a grave threat to humanity at large and to cultural 
freedom in every non-communist nation. The new, Soviet 
type of people are soulless bipeds, human robots whose value 
as persons is no greater than the productive value of horses 
and cattle. To them, there is no such thing as personal 
freedom or national independence. 

The new communist type of people are not individual en- 
tities in whom conscience is sacred and privacy a right. The 
Communists are attempting to produce the mass-man, the 
individual given the privilege to exist only if he has some 
kind of productive capacity usable to the Kremlin rulers or 
if, like a piece of brick, he can fit into the wall of a com- 
munist cell. ‘The communists, in short, are attempting to 
recreate human nature by imposing on it communist moulds 
of thinking and action. The entire process of brain washing 
is centered around the creation of this novel type of soulless 
masses of people. 

The Chinese Stalinist general, Chu Teh, has said that 
“communism constitutes one entity—a united country.” But 
because the communist man is a mass-man, the individual 
has neither personality nor nationality. He becomes a com- 
munist, transcendent over his position as a citizen of the 
country in which he was born and therefore loyal not to his 
country but to the communist party which seeks both to 
coerce and entice the world into one vast communist country. 

This mammoth conspiracy is being attempted primarily 
through the destruction of the freedom of mind and its re- 
placement by the slavery of mind. The spread of freedom 
of thought, the Chinese Stalinists philosopher, Ai Ssu-chi, has 


said, ‘‘must be sternly suppressed, defeated and uncovered by 
means of dictatorship.” But having admitted that the method 
must be dictatorial, he seeks to disguise it with a democratic 
description. ‘The wrong ideas of the people, he tries to ex- 
plain, “should be overcome by democratic means—in the 
form of criticism, self-criticism and patient persuasion.’”’ He 
confesses that the reform of the people’s minds is a compli- 
cated, painstaking, long task, something which they cannot 
hope to accomplish within a few days or a few weeks. “But,” 
he admonishes, “should not allow this principle to interfere 
with our schedule of achieving certain aims within certain 
periods of time.” And this is the justification for the ex- 
ecution on the Chinese mainland last year over 1,000,000 
people who refused to accept the Stalinist way of existence. 

Patient persuasion, like the patient and relentless per- 
suasion of the husband in “Gaslight,” is suggesting to the 
people of China that they are “insane.” And this systematic 
diabolical attempt is being done in the most congenial man- 
ner. The communist smiles at his victim and gives him 
better food than the ordinary fare. Wherever the victim 
goes he is greeted in a most friendly solicitous way. There 
appears no tangible reason for any violent reaction on the 
part of the victim. But he is from the very beginning sub- 
jected to suggestion ranging from subtle hints to exhausting 
harangues. He is forced—by his new environment—to talk 
constantly, thereby exposing his own mental processes and 
helping to indoctrinate himself. No one is permitted to re- 
main silent. Silence within the Stalinist camp not only would 
signify disagreement; it would also breed discontent. There 
is therefore, as Dr. Hu Shih has so aptly coined the phrase, 
not even the freedom of silence in the communist world. 

His recreation is calculatingly organized to make him 
feel a belonging to a uniform communist world. The water 
that he drinks and the air that he breathes are given Marxist 
attributes; even more, they are his because of Father Stalin. 
For without Stalin, there would not have been a Mao 
Tse-tung; without Mao, the victim would not have been lib- 
erated ; if he had not been liberated, he would have already 
been exploited to death and therefore could neither drink 
nor breathe. Such is the tortuous, synthetic logic of the 
Stalinists. 


This sort of patient persuasion is supplemented by so-called 
experimental work—a laboratory of labor—for those who 
do not quickly enough swallow Stalinist doctrines. In far 
off places such as Chahar in the north and Sinkiang in the 
west, there are “People’s New Life Labor Schools” where 
inept students, and virtually everyone is a student of the 
new type of Stalinist existence, are led to practice what they 
are being taught. There, two-thirds of their time is devoted 
to hard labor, one-third to classroom activity, group discus- 
sion and self-criticism. By such labor, new roads are being 
built, new railways constructed, new mines opened. They 
do not call these forced labor camps, they are dubbed “col- 
leges.” There are other kinds of labor which involves less 
physical exertion. Chief of these is “land reform” work in 
which non-communists are sent to the remotest areas to 
confiscate and redistribute land. The facts and figures these 
people are compiling as a by-product will help to facilitate 
taxation and control of the land. They will also be handy 
for the collectivization of farms which will soon follow. 
Work of some kind or another, whether it is physical labor 
or concrete service is necessary for the “redemption” of one’s 
past sins against the movement of communism. But some- 
times no amount of work can redeem a person whose execu- 
tion can be made an object lesson against deviationists or 
“counterrevolutionaries.” 
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In the province of Kwangsi in South China there lived a 
Judge Wu who had presided over cases where communists 
were tried in years past. Judge Wu was caught and brought 
to trial before a “‘peoples’ court” in his home district. “The 
sentence was that Judge Wu and his family, including his 
father’s generation, should all be condemned to death. The 
total number of victims in the case of Judge Wu was 23. 
Judge Wu had been regarded by the people of his province 
in the same light in which Judge Medina is held by the 
people of the United States. 

‘The entire atmosphere in a territory dominated by the 
communists is charged with tension and foreboding. “Chere 
is absolutely no personal security, no recourse to legal justice 
and still less to human compassion. The so-called People’s 
Courts are the means for the more vociferous and dramatic 
prosecution by mobs. Yet equally deadly, if less violent, is 
the foreboding sense of surveillance even over the innermost 
recesses of one’s privacy. One soon gets the feeling that he is 
no longer himself, certainly no longer the master of his own 
house. He loses his personal identity even to himself and be- 
comes a puppet of his remade environment, controlled and 
directed by the communists or by his fellowmen who, having 
succumbed to the gentle pressure of gradual intimidation, 
find themselves involuntarily serving the communist cause. 
It is not so much the uniformed police or military that one 
fears, it is the plain-clothes political police whose presence no 
one can prove, yet from whose ears and eyes nothing seems to 
escape. 

When one is faced with an immediate issue of violence or 
death, a fortright choice is possible. But when physical vio- 
lence and outright coercion are absent, and the mind of the 
victim is both pampered and seduced, the will to resist is 
scattered, unable to focus at any specific provocation which 
it could then counter against. 

The communists themselves, their power once entrenched, 
seldom perpetrate acts of violence or even indulge in fierce 
oratory. They arrange the backstage for these things. Un- 
like Hitler, Stalin is a soft spoken leader. Mao Tse-tung and 
other Chinese Stalinists do not display anger or ferocity in 
public. The impassioned, emotional type of Hitlerian oratory 
is the form of public speaking assigned to non-communist 
stooges. The mob psychology of mass trials is also created by 
non-communists, although engineered under cover by Stalin- 
ist agents. The screaming and steaming is by the mob and 
fellow travellers, seldom by the communist party worker. 
He pulls the strings that makes these puppets prance and is 
the ventriloquist who throws his voice into the echoing 
throats of the mob. Last July at a mass meeting in Canton, 
the communist official of the Public Security Bureau of that 
city reminded his audience that on previous occasions the 
people had shouted: “It is good to kill; it is right to kill; 
it is proper to kill!” 

The complete isolation of a community behind an iron 
curtain from the refreshing air of freedom tends to stifle the 
resistance of its inhabitants against the inroads of brain wash- 
ing. That is why, more than under any other form of dic- 
tatorship, whether Hitlerite or Fascist, the people under 
Stalinist domination are not permitted to mingle freely with 
other peoples or to hear and read uncensored news from the 
outside world. For to allow them that liberty would nullify 
all attempts to brain washing. The iron curtain places a 
people in a state of collective loneliness in which a virtual 
silence pervades except for the constant harping of com- 
munist themes. This condition gives rise to an incessant 
feeling of inhibited fear. It is primarily a fear of un- 


certainty. Like a passenger on an airplane flying through a 
storm, one does not know what will happen and is utterly 
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unable to do anything about it. Worse than that this tossing 
plane has no destination; it is an unending flight. 

The brain washing process is a total one. It is not limite 
to any one particular segment of the population. It applig 
not only to indoctrination of the army. It applies to edy. 
cation, to business, to labor, to culture and art, to all aspecy 
of society. Motion pictures in Stalinist China are all, need. 
less to say, propaganda films. “We demand that politic 
should be united with art,” said Mao-tung, “that revoly. 
tionary political content should be united with the highes 
possible level of artistic style.” Art cannot be pursued for 
art’s sake any more than education can be carried on fg 
education’s sake. Both must serve political ends because they 
are political means. Artice I in the 1951 National Edy. 
cational Policy of the Chinese Stalinist regime states ag its 
main objective: “Full expansion of anti-American-Aid-Kore 
patriotic education.” All students, religious leaders and 
artistic talent are mobilized to fan up hatred against the 
United States. To them and through them the Stalinist mas. 
ters of propaganda are reviving gruesome scenes of Hitlers 
Buchenwald and other torture camps to spread the deliberate 
falsehood that Americans will use the same kind of horror 
camps in which to torture, not the communists, but the peo 
ple ruled by the communists. ‘The communists are pictured 
as the defenders of the people of the world from the Anglo 
American model of Hitlerite torture chambers. I have ae. 
tually heard a broadcast by one who claimed to be a Chineg 
Christian leader shouting these wildly imaginary threats to 
a mass audience which responded to him in the same fanatical 
manner that Hitler’s audience used to roaringly react. 

With your permission I would like to read from a stu 
dent’s eye witness account of a public trial at which students 
from the communist North China Revolutionary University 
in Peiping were present to study farm reform techniques at 
close range. This student had formerly attended Tsinghu 
University where I taught. 

“Two classes, including mine, went to this village, where 
a judgment table had been built in an open space,” he said, 
“A landowner’s wife sat on the platform, and about 250 
farmers were gathered around it, both men and women. 
The woman’s husband had fled from the village immediately 
after the liberation of Peiping. She was about forty year 
old, a farmer type, stocky and healthy, raised in the Peiping 
area. 

“A communist party member called to her to stand up and 
then asked the public, ‘How do you feel about the treatment 
given you in the past by this landlord’s wife?’ Some farmer 
spoke up, saying she had been all right, while others insisted 
she had exploited them cruelly. She was not only a land- 
owner but a miser, said others. 

“The Party member then called for those who had suf 
fered the most from her oppression to please stand up. 
Twenty did so. “Those who suffered the most, please state 
their case,’ he called out. A woman of thirty-five spoke up. 
She had had 1% acres of land, she said, but because of the 
landowner’s miserliness had lost it all. Even so, she said, the 
landlord still wanted her to work for him. 

“The Party man hereupon said that her complaint wa 
patently true and sufficiently revealed the type of woman the 
landowner’s wife was. There was no use asking anyone to 
express any views, he added. ‘Let us decide therefore how to 
punish this woman,’ he cried out. ‘Shoot her!’ some shouted. 
‘Divide up her possessions!’ others yelled. Still others sug 
gested, ‘Make her take off all her clothes.’ At this the Party 
man agreed. j 

“The woman spoke up then, saying she would rather givt 
away her family possessions. ‘It’s terribly cold; I’d freeze 
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and it is very disgraceful,’ she pleaded, in a face-saving offer. 
The Party man only replied, ‘Your property will be divided 
up sooner or later; your clothes must come off now, woman!’ 
e* * 

“A stone was thrown. The girl students among us sat 
with flushed faces and some began to cry quietly. ‘I can 
only kneel to you and prostrate myself,’ she cried plaintively, 
tumbling to her knees and striking her head frantically a 
dozen times on the boards. She began chanting Buddhist 
sutras, and during the next few moments agonized snatches 
of Buddhist prayers came to my ears. 

“The farmers, their fury aroused, rushed to the platform. 
Their taunts quickly turned to stone throwing, cuffs, and 
kicks. “he scene became a confused mass of shoving, screech- 
ing bodies around the bleeding weeping woman’s form. Soon 
she lay quiet—dead. 

“More than a hundred farmers, including most of the 
women, had left before this final scene. Fewer than a hun- 
dred farmers and we 209 students remained, sitting tense and 
jlent except for intermittent sobs among our girls. 

“At our group discussion the next day this affair was dis- 
cussed with the casualness of a laboratory experiment. * * * 

“The girls who had broken into tears were accused of 
gntimentality, of ‘not knowing your freinds from your ene- 
mies. ‘This kind of sentimentality, the girls were told, 
should be cured by self-criticism, for it was a dangerous 
defect in their characters. 

“Before I had left the village, I had noticed a child crying 
over the woman’s body. I found out later that this was her 
daughter, aged twelve. She became a beggar in Peiping. 
Some of the students suggested that she be raised by the gov- 
emment, but were told that this was impossible because she 
was the daughter of a landowner and could not be included 
in the category of people.” This account is quoted in Ed- 
ward Hunter’s book Brain Washing in Red China, pub- 
lished by the Vanguard Press last year. 

How successful has brain washing been? For immediate 
practical purposes, quite successful, I am afraid. The Chinese 
Stalinist troops have fought, sometimes successfully but al- 
ways ferociously, during the Korean campaign. Many of 
thm were former Nationalist soldiers of Generalissimo 


Chiang Kai-shek, prisoners of war who have been reindoc- 
trinated by the communists, their brains washed. ‘They then 
became effective fighters when welded together by communist 
organization and discipline. Their morale is high not so much 
because of what they can eat or with what they are equipped 
but because of what the communists promise them: They 
receive from the communists the impression of warm com- 
radeship, a sense of partnership. They are promised that 
though their enemy is formidable, it is beatable. They are 
promised that their triumph in battle will liberate the op- 
pressed world finally and for all time. They are promised 
that this is the war to end wars, and that is why the com- 
munists call for a fight for peace—the final everlasting peace. 
They are promised that if they do not go bravely into battle, 
others will, but that if they do go, it will be their supreme 
privilege, and death, their supreme honor. Therefore, each 
campaign, no matter how small or how great, no matter if 
it is in Korea or in Indo-China, is a part of the gigantic final 
war of mankind in which each communist soldier is deemed 
to have a glorious mission. 

Brain washing has been able to produce such immediate 
temporary results. But the human mind, even if washed, 
cannot permanently remain purged of doubts, deprived of 
wonderment or restrained from seeking the truth. So long 
as the free world stands, united and strong, the peoples 
living in darkness behind the Iron Curtain will catch the 
glimmer of freedom’s light which will eventually lead them 
out of the snakepit once again into the world of human 
dignity and fraternal goodwill. 

Whether we acknowledge it or not and whether we like 
it or not, Stalin and his puppets in Europe and Asia have 
thrown down the gauntlet of psychological warfare—the war 
for the minds of men. They are conducting that war with 
ruthlessness and cunning. They have scored many initial 
victories because in the conflict between hate and love, love 
forbears and is trusting. But the time has come now, before 
it runs short, for the free world—the world of fraternal 
love and God-fearing men—to rise up against the Satanic 
forces which once more but ingeniously disguised, seek to 
arrest the inevitable progress of humanity to a fuller and 
richer life for all peoples. 


Why We Are Doing So Badly in the 
Ideological War 


RUSSIA’S IMPRESSIVE CONQUEST IN THE WAR OF IDEAS 
By DR. GEORGE GALLUP, Director of the American Institute of Public Opinion 
Delivered at Georgetown University, Washington, D. C., April 2, 1952 


F the great gains made by Russians since the end of 

World War II had been made by conventional methods 

of warfare, we should all be shivering in our boots 
today. 

But Russia’s conquest in Asia, her growing strength in 
the Middle East, and her strong minority position in other 
parts of the world have come about not by force of arms, 
but by force of propaganda. 

This is a type of warface that our civil and military lead- 
tts obviously know little about. Our ignorance in this all- 
important field is staggering. 


A Billy Mitchell, yes, a half dozen Billy Mitchells, are 
needed to warn the country of the dangers which will befall 
us if we continue to disregard this type of warfare. But, 
I, for one, am fully prepared to drop dead when the first 
admiral or general appears before Congress and suggests 
that we take some of the money set aside for battleships or 
new army divisions and spend it where it is most needed 
today—in the battle for the minds of men. 

The atom bomb has fascinated us. Historians of the fu- 
ture, I am certain, will say that we have placed too much 
reliance upon it. The world outside America may be lost 
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without our having a chance to make use of this awesome 
weapon. 

The atom bomb can destroy cities and the lives of people 
but it can’t change the thinking of mankind. 

On the other hand, ideological warfare can confuse and 
divide people, destroy their will to resist, and change even 
defeat on the battlefield into ultimate victory. 

Up to this point I have been speaking as if we had no 
program for selling the world our ideas and our ideals. The 
truth is we are making an effort in this direction, but it is so 
feeble as to constitute little more than a gesture. 

In saying this I do not mean to belittle the many able 
persons in the State Department who are concerned with the 
Voice of America; nor do I wish to question or impede their 
present effort to get more from Congress to carry on the war 
of ideas against communism. 

What I am trying to say is that we haven’t yet begun 
to appreciate the strength of the forces we are fighting or to 
map out a campaign of the dimensions necessary to bring 
success to our side. 

Suppose that we had an army made up of a couple of hun- 
dred men equipped with squirrel rifles. Would you describe 
this as an army? If we had a half dozen Piper Cubs fitted 
out with shot guns would we have an air force? 

The danger is that people of this country, and particularly 
Members of Congress, will delude themselves into believing 
that we are actually undertaking all-out ideological warfare. 

For some strange reason it seems to be particularly difficult, 
for military and civil leaders to adjust their thinking to new 
ways of fighting a war. As late as the middle thirties our 
military high command thought that airplanes would be of 
minor importance in the next war. Sure, we needed a few 
planes. But not many. The methods and weapons which won 
the First World War would certainly win the next one, if it 
came. In March 1940—6 months after war had broken out 
in Europe—the Army asked Congress for money to build 
1,200 military airplanes. And Congress—in the same spirit 
which prevails today in respect to ideological warfare—ap- 
propriated enough money to build exactly 59. 

At Wake Island, when the attack by the Japanese came 
in December 1941, our marines had a pitiful force of six 
aircraft for defense. ' 

Yet the American people in polls taken years before had 
voted overwhelming margin of 9 to 1 in favor of more air- 
power, and had registered their willingness to pay higher 
taxes to foot the bill. 

Today we see a repetition of this same situation. The 
public years ahead of Congress again, has shown its desire in 
our surveys to go all-out to sell our point of view to the 
world, and has given its approval to the expenditure of a 
billion dollars and more to do the job. 

I can now hear Members of Congress saying: “Yes; we 
realize that the Russians are outdoing us. But what evidence 
is there that we are getting anywhere with the money which 
we have appropriated in recent years to meet their efforts? 
Why should Congress vote more money when there is so 
little evidence that any good has come from what we have 
already spent?” 

These are pertinent questions, and they must be answered 
honestly. The truth is that we have put a spindly 2-year-old 
child into the ring with the world’s champion. He hasn’t 
done too well. But the answer is not the one proposed by 
the State Department and the friends of the Voice of Amer- 
ica. What they want to do, in my opinion, is put a 3-year-old 
child in the ring. If we do we shall continue to take a terrific 
beating. 


Certainly one of the most basic principles of ideologicy 
warfare is self-evident. To do a successful job, it is essentig 
to reach more people, more often, and more effectively tha, 
the enemy. 

And that, I need hardly add, is a colossal task when on 
looks realistically at the job which Russia is doing today, 

In Western Europe, some 100 Communist newspapen 
with a total circulation running into the millions, are py 
lished daily. In other words, millions of persons are reached 
with a massive dose of propaganda every day straight from 
the Kremlin. Add to this the missionary work being dom 
by some five or six million card-carrying Communists anj 
you should be able to see the size of the problem we face. 

Let me remind you that I am now speaking only of Weg. 
ern Europe—the part of the world which is still on our side 
Think of the millions of agents and converts to communisn 
in other areas doing the bidding of the Politburo. Think of 
the publicity contrived by expert Communist propogandists 
and carried in the non-Communist newspapers and over the 
radio stations of the world. 

If we were living in a day of miracles—a day when rovw. 
boat could fight a battleship on equal terms, a day whena 
firecracker could create the havoc of an atom bomb—if we 
were living in such a day, then we might hope that our short. 
wave broadcasts could counter the efforts to the Communists, 
But that day hasn’t arrived and it is not likely to. 

In an article which I wrote for the Reader’s Digest about 
a year ago I said that we should spend about $5,000,000,000 
a year if we want to make headway in this battle for the 
minds of men. Today I am inclined to regard this amount 
as a minimum expenditure. 

Five billion dollars is about 30 times as much as the State 
Department is seeking today from Congress; and this is only 
the asking price. When Congress gets through, the amount 
may be whittled to a much smaller sum. (It already has.) 

You may ask, and if you don’t others will: ““Where is this 
money coming from?” My answer is that this $5,000,000,000 
should come from the present sizable appropriations for the 
armed services. And the reason is this: I believe that $5,000, 
000,000 less spent on today’s tanks, guns, and battleships 
will make far less difference in achieving ultimate victory 
over communism than $5,000,000,000 appropriated for ideo- 
logical warfare. 

In fact, I would go so far as to say that every dollar spent 
in winning the war of ideas will accomplish as much as $10 
spent for the conventional weapons of war. 

The Department of Ideological Warfare should be a sepa- 
rate and independent department of Government. There 
are no more reasons for having this branch of warfare under 
the State Department than to have the Navy or the Labor 
Department under the jurisdiction of the State Department. 

A separate and independent Department of Ideological 
Warfare would require specially trained personnel. Many 
different talents are called for. Certainly a great opportunity 
lies ahead for any young man who wants to make a pro- 
fessional career in this new field. 

What is needed most is a modern Clausewitz who will set 
out the principles and philosophy of this new kind of warfare 
with the skill which this German general did in the case of 
conventional warfare. 

Strategy must be based upon a keen understanding of 
people and of human behavior. Were there an understanding 
authority today in this field of psychological warfare I am 
certain that he would recognize these seven basic facts. 

The first fact is that since the dawn of history, man has 
sought a better way of life. Everywhere, man has the strong 
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yrge to better his economic lot. The Communists have 
recognized this and the mere promise of a better life through 
communism has brought millions into their fold. 

Russia has assiduously cultivated the idea that the Com- 
munists are the friend and the defender of the poor, the hope 
of the downtrodden. Have we, or any other nation, shown 
more than a passing interest in these same people? 

It is all-important to point out that the promise may be 
entirely false and insincere. Still, people are not inclined to 
question too closely the morals of those who sympathize with 
them. People who are leading a miserable existence are 
ready to follow anyone who holds the slightest hope for a 
better life. And with all of the progress of mankind, the 
question most often asked by the people who inhabit this 
earth is the very simple one: When do we eat? 

The second fact is that unconsciously we all have the 
habit of peopling the world with persons like ourselves. That 
is why Americans always have an extra hurdle in the prop- 
aganda race. 

If you are a college graduate and most of your friends are 
college graduates, you tend to fill the world with college 
graduates. You want to talk with all the inhabitants of the 
globe in the same manner that you communicate with your 
friends. 

It takes special effort to imagine any large group of people 
who never get enough food to satisfy their hunger; it is al- 
most impossible to believe that large segments of the world 
are illiterate. The impulse of doctors of philosophy is to 
broadcast messages that only doctors of philosophy can under- 
stand. And if we didn’t consciously check ourselves we 
would be sending out Department of Agriculture pamphlets 
to India’s millions on how to make ice-box cookies. 

The third fact is equality difficult to bear in mind. If you 
would sell ideas, concentrate on selling them one at a time. 

If I were asked to cite my chief criticism of our propa- 
ganda efforts of the last 10 years, it would be that we have 
never followed this simple rule. We say one thing today, an- 
other tomorrow. 

The result is that we sell nothing. We leave only a blur 
in the minds of our auditors. 

In every field that I know about—and certainly in adver- 
tising—the advertiser who tries to get over one major sales 
point about his product, at a time, does far better than the ad- 
vertiser who brings up 10 reasons for buying his product. 

Goebbels and the Communist propogandists have never 
made this mistake of scattering their fire. Their whole strat- 
egy has been aimed at doing a rifle, and not a shotgun job. 
Their success testifies to the importance of this principle of 
ideological war. 

The people of one nation differ from those of another na- 
tion usually in many respects. These differences must be rec- 
ognized ; but the danger is not that too little attention will be 
given national peculiarities, but that entirely too much em- 
phasis will be placed upon them. There are certain goals to 
which the people of all nations aspire. It is important that 
we associate ourselves with these goals and the effort to reach 
them. This is my fourth basic fact. 

One goal that appeals universally, is the desire for peace. 
Another is nationalism, the right to run one’s own country 
without interference from other nations. That is why the 
attack on imperialism is so effective and has been used with 
such success—oddly enough by the Russians who have less re- 
spect for self-determination of people than any nation in 

ry. 

Other universal goals could be listed—goals which tran- 
send national boundaries. Propaganda, from the long-time 





point of view, can dwell upon these. Propaganda, with short- 
term objectives, can concern itself with the interests and prob- 
lems of individual nations. The Russians carry on this two- 
pronged type of propaganda. While keeping up a world- 
wide campaign to sell the idea that Russia wants peace, that 
we are imperialistic whereas Russia sympathizes with those 
who would throw off the yoke of colonialism, Russia still con- 
cocts a special brand of propaganda for each nation. 

My fifth major point is that an idea will register.on the 
minds of the millions and be accepted by them only if it is 
repeated ad nauseum. Repetition is at the very heart of the 
problem of selling ideas—or for that matter, tends to be ac- 
cepted if it is repeated often enough. 

Scores of vehicles must be found to carry the idea. Speak- 
ers must harp upon it. It must be dramatized by interna- 
tional conferences, painted on the walls of factories, plastered 
on sidewalks and billboards, carried on the front pages of 
newspapers, screamed over the radio, made the subject of in- 
ternational petitions. ‘There must be no escape from it. 

This is the way the Russians have sold the idea that Com- 
munists are for peace, we are warmongers. The Stockholm 
peace petition was but a clever propaganda device. The 
many conferences on peace are part of the same program. If 
you were to travel in Europe you would find the word 
“peace” scrawled upon walls everywhere. 

You may think that only the gullible could be fooled by 
such tactics. But don’t deceive yourself on this point. One 
of the most effective campaign arguments used in the election 
in England last fall by the Labor Party was an echo of this 
same propaganda. The Laborites came within an inch of 
winning the election and one of the chief reasons was that 
many persons had become convinced that America was war 
crazy and might lead England into a new world war. 

If people living in a country that has a strong and friendly 
bond with us, a country with a high level of education, ac- 
cept this Russian propaganda, how much more effective it 
must be in other parts of the world where these conditions 
do not obtain. 

My sixth major fact is all important. Propaganda, con- 
trary to the view of many, can and should be based upon the 
truth. A lie, true, can be sold by endless repetition; but 
what has escaped many in the propaganda field is that truth 
can be sold more easily than lies. However, it must be re- 
peated just as endlessly. 

The word “propaganda” acquired a bad odor during the 
First World War. Herr Goebbels didn’t help its scent. Many 
shy away from the word because it has become so closely 
associated with falsehood and trickery. Yet, it should be 
pointed out that Christ and his disciples were among the 
best propagandists of the world, and the only reason that 
some 600,000,000 persons in the world accept Christianity 
today is through the very effective propaganda efforts of the 
church. 

In fact, if we in this country did no more than study and 
follow the methods which have proved most effective in sell- 
ing Christianity, our knowledge and our practices would al- 
most certainly improve. We should be much more likely to 
question the value of short-wave broadcasts to other nations 
about life in America, or the number of converts we might 
expect by setting adrift balloons bearing our message in 
pamphlet form. If the job of winning the minds of men 
were that easy, then our hard working missionaries have 
wasted most of their time. 

My seventh major point follows naturally from this. In 
dealing with illiterate people the word-of-mouth approach 
must obivously be the chief way of selling people. This 
means agents, advocates, friends native to the country and 
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working for our cause in every land where we hope and 
where we need to sell our ideas. 

This simple and basic fact was discovered not in recent 
years by the Russians; it was discovered by the church about 
2,000 years ago. 

The Russians have a great advantage over us in respect 
to recruiting agents. They can promise them power and a 
high place in the Communist hierachy where the Commu- 
nist revolution turns out the present ruling class. If the 
Communists are already in power, then their job can be made 
dependent upon the amount of propagandizing they do. 

We can recruit followers among those who believe in our 
cause. But we might as well face the fact that we cannot 
keep them without some kind of pay or reward. But that 
should not constitute too heavy a burden and it must be 
looked upon as part of the job of selling-our point of view 
in those areas of the world where our ideas and ideals have 
been grossly distorted by the Communists. 

And now at this point I think I should attempt to answer 
two arguments which are often brought up in Congress and 
in the press. 

The first is that propaganda is needless, that it is just a 
waste of money. The reasoning behind this viewpoint is 
that the whole world knows that our motives are right, that 
our form of government is perfect or nearly so, and our 
standard of living the highest in history. Since most of the 
world recognizes these facts, why pay money to tell them. 

Even the simplest kind of study in any foreign country 
will reveal great areas of ignorance about the United States. 
Moreover, human beings have a tremendous capacity for 
being unimpressed by the success of others. 

One of the most pitiful sights in America today is the 
businessman who, having struggled upward to great finan- 
cial success, is bewildered by his employees who don’t want 
to work as hard as he did or for as little and refuse to ac- 
cept his political and economic views. 

The good fortune of this country and of its people prob- 
ably inspires more hatred than good will on the part of those 
who live in poverty-stricken lands. To remind these people 
of our wealth only serves to make the contrast between our 
way of life and theirs the sharper. 

Yet we have been guilty for many years of telling people 
of the world how wonderful we are without realizing how 
few friends this type of boasting brings us. Certainly Dale 
Carnegie wouldn’t recommend this as a way to win friends 
and influence people. The second argument is somewhat akin 
to this. It is advanced often by thoughtful persons. Essen- 
tially it holds that action speaks louder than words, that 
deeds, not words, are the best form of propaganda. 

There is a measure of truth in this. But the trouble is, 
the argument goes only half way. 

If we lived in a perfect world—a world in which every 
person had a college education, every event was reported 
fully and accurately by press and radio, and every man a 
seeker after truth, then good deeds alone might suffice. 


But I need not remind you that this is not yet the case. 


And as proof that this good-deed-in-a-naughty-world the- 
ory does not work, let me cite the present world situation 
today. I doubt if one could find in all history a nation whose 
deeds are so contrary to her words as in the case of Russia. 
She says she stands for peace, but actually she has been the 
only great nation to kindle new wars since World War II. 
She proclaims to the world that she is a democracy, but in 
reality she is ruled by a small clique who use the most auto- 
cratic methods. She inveighs against imperialism, but prac- 
tices the most vicious type of imperialism. Yet, through clever 
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propaganda, Russia has convinced millions of people that he 
words are a true mirror of her deeds. 

By the same nefarious methods, Russia has distorted com. 
pletely the motives and deeds of the United States. For ex. 
ample, in surveys which our organization made in Europe 
few years ago we found many people holding the view tha 
the Marshall plan was merely a slick plot to enable us to 
monopolize world trade—just what the Russian propagap. 
dists were trying to get them to think. Today many persop; 
throughout the world believe that we are in Korea to estab. 
lish a beachhead there from which to launch an attack on 
China. We want another world war because that is the Way 
to keep up full employment and guarantee fat profits fo; 
munitions makers. So goes the Communist propaganda line, 

No; in this imperfect world in which we live, it takes not 
only good deeds, but a lot of propaganda to get the people 
of the world to recognize these deeds as good deeds. 

And now, may I say a few words about the way to estab- 
lish an effective program of ideological warfare. 

We, in America, tend to be so machine-minded that any 
development outside what is described as the hardware field, 
is likely to be almost completely overlooked or disregarded, 

In many ways the progress that has been made in the 
field of analyzing and predicting human behavior rivals 
some of the most exciting work that has been done in the 
laboratories of the Nation. 

Through the development of new research techniques it 
is possible to supplant much of the guesswork about the way 
propaganda works with definitive knowledge. Specifically 
it is possible today to find out just what propaganda ideas 
of the enemy are being accepted in any country. Likewise 
it is possible to find out which of our ideas have made an 
impact on the minds of people in those nations where it is 
possible to have access to the public, and, to a certain ex- 
tent, even in those nations where such access is not possible, 

We can learn with a high degree of accuracy just what 
the people of any country think of us, and what they think 
of the Communists, what arguments carry weight with these 
people, which they reject. In short, it is possible to discover 
just who is winning the propaganda battle, and why. 

Next, it is possible through research techniques which 
have been developed in recent times, to find out the best 
way of answering or nullifying the enemies’ propaganda, and, 
at the same time, the best ways of reinforming our own. 

Through research it is possible to find out which of many 
basic ideas should be incorporated into a propaganda pro- 
gram, and to measure the effect of these ideas in winning 
converts after they have been made a part of an action pro 
gram. 

A conservative guess is that Russia is 15 to 20 years ahead 
of us in knowledge of propaganda and in skill in using it. On 
the other hand, I believe, that in the development of research 
techniques which I have described, we are 10 to 20 years 
ahead of the Russians. In short, we have today the methods 
or tools ready to build a program of ideological warfare 
which can equal, or excel, in effectiveness that of Russia. 

Still, the great unanswered question is whether this coun- 
try recognizes the need to stop Russia’s impressive conquests 
in this war of ideas. Every day she adds new victories in 
the battle to win the minds of the people of the world while 
our plans continue to be almost exclusively tied to tanks and 
planes and bombs. 

I believe that it is of frightening urgency that the people 
of the United States face up to the importance of ideological 
warfare, and that Members of Congress have the foresight 
and the courage to do something about it. 
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Your Army in the Atomic Age 


“YOU CAN’T RESEARCH THE INFANTRY OUT OF BUSINESS” 
By FRANK PACE, JR., Secretary of the Army, United States 
Delivered before the National Wool Manufacturers Association, New York, N. Y., May 8, 1952 


explosion on their television screens for the first 

time. he awesome sight of this explosion, cou- 
pled with the stepped-up tempo of our current atomic ex- 
periments, has inspired fresh public speculation on the status 
of our atomic weapons program and raised many questions 
jn the minds of the American people. How far have we pro- 
gressed in our development of atomic weapons which are 
potent deterrents to those who might contemplate armed 
aggression against us? And how do those weapons affect the 
preparation of our Armed Forces to fight and win such a 
war if it should start ? 

I believe that it is proper at this time for your Army to 
make a report to you—consistent, of course, with the dictates 
of security—on how far we have progressed with the atomic 
weapons in which the Army fighting man has a primary 
interest. I believe it is especially important for us to place 
atomic weapons in proper perspective—to explain what they 
cannot do, as well as what they can do—and what we think 
their impact on ground warfare will be. I believe the Amer- 
ican people have a right to know what their Army is doing 
to prepare itself to perform its mission of defense in the 
Atomic Age. And I believe it is urgently important to 
emphasize anew the great military lesson of Korea: That 
strong ground forces are still indispensable to success in an 
era of guided missiles, intercontinental bombers and atomic 
bombs. 

Unfortunately some Americans still visualize their Army 
in terms of sprawling, unwieldy masses of foot-soldiers armed 
only with rifle and bayonet. Armies so organized belong to 
the 19th century. They did not fight and win World War 
II—or even World War I. Modern Army forces comprise 
not masses, but teams—relatively small teams of fighting 
gecialists capable of delivering fearful firepower and mov- 
ing with great speed by motor vehicle, ship or airplane. These 
combat units made the mass army obsolete long before any- 
one ever heard of an atomic bomb. 

If I express myself strongly on this score, it is only be- 
cause an accurate concept of the future of your modern 
Army is a prerequisite to understanding of my remarks to- 


night. 


QO’ April 22nd, millions of Americans saw an atomic 


IMPACT OF THE First A-Boms 


The atomic bomb dropped on Nagasaki had an explosive 
force approximately equal in effect to the fire of 1,300 bat- 
talions of medium field artillery with all guns firing a sin- 
gle round on the same target. In terms of airpower, it 
would require 50 to 200 strategic bombers, each dropping 
a full load of conventional bombs on a target to achieve the 
same destructive force as the Nagasaki bomb. 


In August, 1945, all of us were awed by the phenomenal 
bomb which ushered in the Atomic Age. Some, unfortu- 
nately, jumped to the conclusion that the Atomic bomb 
meant the end of the Army, Navy and Air Force with which 


we had fought World War II. To some people the answer 
to the problems of National defense was simple and obvious: 
Create a stockpile of atomic bombs and a fleet of long-range 
bombers capable of delivering them to an enemy homeland. 
When this was done we could safely disband the obsolete 
remainder of our military establishment. 

This attitude is similar to that frequently caused by newly- 
discovered “wonder drugs.” One successful experiment with 
such a drug often inspires extravagant claims for what it 
will do to ease the ills of mankind. Significantly, medical 
scientists familiar with the drug are invariably cautious 
in their claims. They want time to experiment with the 
drug under different conditions, to determine when to use 
it, how best to use it, and what its ultimate effects on the 
human body will be. 

Similarly, our scientists, engineers, military men and states- 
men have required time to study the role of atomic weap- 
ons in our plans for defense and to consider complex ques- 
tions to which there are no “pat” answers. Is delivery of an 
atomic weapon by airplane the only practical method? Could 
other methods of delivery be developed that would be more 
successful under certain circumstances? Could we defeat, 
by air alone, enemy armies which had invaded the territory 
of Allies? What would we do if an enemy also developed 
atomic weapons? How would we cope with enemy forces 
which might not offer remunerative targets for atomic 
weapons? You don’t use a sledgehammer to crack eggshells 
and you have to consider what may happen to the kitchen 
if you do. 

These are some of the problems which your political rep- 
resentatives, your State and Defense Departments, the three 
military services, the Atomic Energy Commission and others 
have studied in the years since Hiroshima. They have con- 
sidered these problems within the context of the complex 
military, economic, psychological and political factors in- 
volved in sustaining and strengthening the Free World 
against the aggressive pressure of world communism. They 
have already reached certain conclusions: 

I can state the first conclusion in categorical terms: There 
is no such thing as an “absolute weapon” in existence today 
—nor can we even foresee a weapon—which alone can win 
a war. So-called “fantastic weapons” there may be, but to 
rely on them alone for our protection is not only fantastic 
but foolhardy to an extreme. 

The second conclusion is corollary to the first: No single 
arm or service can win a war by itself. The problem today 
is to determine the most effective and economical balance 
among our ground, naval and air forces. 

A third conclusion is that we could not win a global war 
without the whole-hearted assistance of strong Allies. This 
conviction has helped inspire our piograms of military and 
economic assistance to Allies and military assistance has in- 
cluded the stationing of Army units in places such as Europe 
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to help shield Allies as they rebuild their own military de- 
fensive strength. 

With every month that passes, these ground defenders are 
becoming numerically stronger, and better trained and 
equipped. But we never expect, nor do we intend, to match 
our enemies man for man. Instead, we could rely on more 
highly skilled soldiers with greater firepower and greater 
mobility to defeat any communist aggressor. 


THE ArRMyY’s CHALLENGING MISSION 


This presents the Army with a great and clearly defined 
challenge. It is a challenge that must be met primarily by 
men—resourceful, courageous, skilled soldiers—such as com- 
prise our Eighth Army in Korea today. But if these soldiers 
are to succeed in any future conflict without the losses which 
the communist accepts with a cynical shrug, they must have 
the most potent weapons and the finest equipment which our 
American scientific and technological genius can provide. 
Fortunately, our Nation’s scientists and engineers, teamed 
together with industry and labor, are capable of performing 
the research and development necessary to produce weapons 
of unprecedented firepower. 

America must maintain its leadership in the field of ideas. 
I know our sister services join the Army in that belief. I 
am proud of the way in which our sister services have used 
atomic energy to help them perform their missions; at the 
same time, I feel it essential that the public should know 
what the Army has done to develop and utilize this energy 
in preparing for defense of the Free World. 

In its quest for greater firepower, the Army turned quite 
naturally to seek atomic weapons fashioned for use against 
an enemy on the battlefield. But recognizing the need for 
such weapons and building them were two different things. 

The first atomic bomb was clearly a strategic weapon 
designed to shatter such targets as enemy industrial com- 
plexes. And in 1945, there was considerable doubt whether 
it could be adapted in a suitable form and size for tactical 
purposes. Fortunately, the Atomic Energy Commission, 
working in close concert with the Armed Forces, soon dis- 
pelled this doubt. Today we have a tactical atomic bomb 
that can be used against enemy forces in the field. 

In addition, we have developed or are developing other 
atomic weapons to assist the soldier. We have the prototype 
of an atomic gun, and are training “atomic artillerymen” to 
use it. ‘his newly-developed atomic gun can give the ground 
commander tremendous firepower at his finger tips and 
directly under his control. Like conventional artillery, it 
would be especially effective in defending against attacking 
ground forces obliged to mass and expose themselves in an 
assault. Unlike an air-delivered atomic weapon, the atomic 
gun can function in all kinds of weather, night or day. It is 
essentially an artillery piece—but with immeasurably greater 
power than any artillery hitherto known. Carried on a 
platform suspended between two engine cabs at front and 
rear, this highly mobile atomic weapon can travel at a speed 
of about 35 miles per hour on highways. Weighing about 
75 tons, it can cross bridges which Army engineers are al- 
ready trained to build- for present heavy divisional equip- 
ment. It can travel cross-country, fit into a landing ship 
designed for amphibious operations. It can fire with accu- 
racy comparable to conventional artillery and tests indicate 
it is much more accurate at long ranges. 

In short, the atomic gun can, with the sureness of the tra- 
ditional field artillery piece, hit its target under any weather 
conditions and give ground troops the kind of devastating 
close support never before available in warfare. 

To propel atomic projectiles still farther by weapons to 


hit ground targets—in short, to provide atomic artillery thg 
can far outrange our atomic guns—we are developing guide 
missiles and rockets to receive atomic warheads. We hay 
been training guided missile and rocket units for some time 
and we are increasing the scope of this training program, 

These are the developments, these are the trends. They 
are most encouraging; but they are most emphatically no 
reason for complacency. Most of the atomic weapons fo, 
Army use are weapons of the future; but while your Amy 
thinks in the future it must be prepared to fight in the 
present. We have no desire to delude ourselves as Hitler 
deluded the German people with his rash promises about 
German “secret weapons.” ‘These secret weapons eventually 
appeared in the form of V-1 and V-2 flying bombs; but too 
late to assist materially German armies fighting with legs 
advanced weapons. 

There is no indication today that warfare of the future 
would not present a continuing need for many of our 
current conventional weapons. Pushbutton warfare, that 
would eliminate the man on the ground, exists only in the 
realm of science fiction. And I emphasize the word “fiction,” 

That is the reason why your Army—along with its sister 
services—is today attempting to strike a sane balance between 
what is immediately attainable in military strength and 
what we hope to attain. That is why we have continued to 
improve the weapons and add to the firepower of our Army 
divisions—the same divisions which are fighting in Kore 
today. Compared to its World War II counterpart, the 
Infantry Division of today has half again more firepower, 
We have made similar increases in the firepower of our ar- 
mored and airborne divisions. 


Army Errorts To ExpLoir ATOMIC WEAPONS 


Meanwhile, I can assure you, your Army has no inten- 
tion of “preparing to fight the last war again.” We are 
employing our best brains to exploit to the utmost the po- 
tential of atomic weapons. In this critical era of world his 
tory, we recognize only too clearly the need to keep our think- 
ing and doctrine abreast—or even ahead—of technical develop- 
ments in atomic as well as other fields. We remember that 
in World War I, it was the British who developed the tank, 
but the Germans who exploited it in the opening stages of 
World War II. 

Although it is too early to foresee the ultimate effects 
which atomic weapons will have on ground warfare, certain 
influences are already apparent. It is clear, for instance, that 
the threat of atomic weapons in future ground warfare will 
necessitate much greater dispersion of both attacking and 
defending forces. Great concentrations of troops and ma 
teriel, such as occurred in the Normany invasion, would 
assuredly invite atomic attack. In fact, tactics in an atomic 
war may include attempts to force an enemy to concentrate 
so that he will present a remunerative target for an atomic 
weapon. Meanwhile, other things being equal, atomic weap- 
ons could favor a defender who had the opportunity to build 
strong and dispersed defensive positions, particularly below 
the ground’s surface. 

Compulsory dispersion of ground units to present un- 
profitable targets for atomic weapons would bring problems 
of control and communication. Dispersion of combat units 
and supply forces make both more vulnerable to guerrilla 
attacks from enemy partisans. Troop organization to meet 
this type of warfare might take the form of small, but 
heavily-armed and self-contained units. To cope with guer- 
rilla attacks—such as we encountered in Korea—soldiers 
of the so-called rear echelon would have to be trained and 
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equipped to defend themselves to an even greater extent 
than in the past. 

The availability of tactical atomic weapons would place 
high premium on alert combat intelligence agencies. Many 
appropriate targets such as troops massing in the open for 
an attack, a river crossing, or an amphibious landing would 
be fleeting in nature. Aggressive patrolling, skillful and 
seedy interrogation of enemy prisoners, and the intelligent 
yse of undercover agents would help identify and evaluate 
these targets in time to engage them with atomic weapons. 

I have mentioned these concepts in general terms to give 
gme indication of the thought your Army is giving to its 
role if a general war should ever come in the Atomic Age. 
Our doctrine is, of necessity, flexible and varies as new 
technical developments and weapons appear. But we are 
evolving this doctrine and publishing it in manuals, consist- 
ent with security consideration, to keep our soldiers abreast 
of atomic developments and to accustom them to including 
atomic weapons in their tactical thinking. 


‘TRAINING IN ATOMIC WEAPONS 


Nor are we restricting our training in atomic weapons to 
the publication of manuals. For some time we have been 
gnding Army officers and Army civilian specialists to a joint 
service school at Sandia Base, New Mexico, where they 
study the characteristics and use of atomic weapons. We are 
introducing courses in atomic warfare in all Army schools— 
from the most basic to the most advanced. These courses 
include the solution of actual combat problems involving the 
use of atomic weapons. We intend beginning individual and 
uit training in atomic warfare in the near future. 

In conducting our training in atomic weapons, we have 
considerable experience to draw on within the Army. Re- 
member the Army has played a major role in the planning 
and development of the atomic bomb since its inception. The 
Army contributed both technical experience and oganiza- 
tional ability to the historic Manhattan Project which pro- 
duced the first atomic bomb. And it was an Army engi- 
neer, General Groves, who headed and organized this great 
undertaking. 

Starting with Exercise Southern Pine last August, we 
have included the simulated use of atomic weapons in all 
our major maneuvers. In March, I witnessed the simulated 
fring of an atomic gun during Exercise Longhorn in Texas, 
and I was impressed by the realistic manner in which our 
troops used this powerful new weapon to complement their 
conventional weapons. 

To some of the soldiers who participated in Exercise 
Longhorn, an atomic weapon was more than a concept. 
They had attended Exercise Desert Rock held last Novem- 
ber in Nevada, to show thousands of Army observers what 
an atomic weapon can do—and what it can’t do—to ground 
troops deployed in combat. During Exercise Desert Rock, 
we conducted Attitude Assessment tests among our soldiers 
both before and after the atomic demonstration. Couched 
in GI, rather than scientific language, test findings included 
these typical comments: “The fox-hole is still a wonderful 
invention!” “I would trust the atomic bomb as a tactical 
weapon.” You can’t research the infanry out of business.” 
The results of this test will be useful in the indoctrination of 
Army troops in future demonstrations. 

There is little doubt that the impact of atomic weapons 
will eventually bring significant changes in your Army’s 
Preparation in case of war to pursue its traditional mission 
of closing with and destroying a ground enemy. In the 
meantime, we seek to stock our arsenal with weapons rather 


than blue-prints. As atomic weapons pass from blue-print 
to hardware, we are adding them to this arsenal. At the 
same time we are aggressively seeking to eliminate those 
weapons which may be safely regarded as replaced by this 
new hardware. Decisions on what weapons to replace are 
difficult at best, but we realize that such eliminations must 
be effected if we are to preserve the economic as well as the 
military security of this nation. 

It is too early to determine, with any degree of accuracy, 
the influence which atomic weapons will have on the “cost 
factor” of our armed strength. We are satisfied that they 
will eventually provide a greater return in military power 
for the defense dollar than some of our conventional weapons 
now afford. 

Since Hiroshima, we have made dramatic advances in 
creating a family of atomic weapons—each tailored to per- 
form a specific mission with maximum effectiveness. These 
advances give great promise of peace and liberty to the Free 
World—unless the free peoples misinterpret them as a signal 
they can shirk the distasteful burden of defense. If this 
should happen, the Atomic Age could become synonomous to 
future historians with the Age of Slavery. 


INSURANCE FOR PEACE 


Today, for the first time in its peacetime history, America 
is engaged in a large scale purchase of insurance for peace. 
The obvious intent of the Soviets to probe every area of 
world weakness plus the experience of events leading up to 
two world wars have led us to this necessity decision. It is 
imperative that the Congress recognize the importance of pro- 
viding minimum funds for basic defense or the insurance 
purchased could become a bad investment, inadequate to pur- 
chase the peace we seek. 

The program of atomic development which I have de- 
scribed is, of course, directed primarily to establishing a de- 
fense for the Free World. It is in our nature as a people 
to want to develop atomic capabilities along peaceful lines, 
and as part of our responsibility I hope that the Army can 
render a contribution in advancing peacetime utilization of 
atomic energy. But since the course of world events has 
moved us towards developing its military aspects, it pro- 
vides us with a means of achieving defensive firepower un- 
dreamed of a few short years ago. Moreover, it gives us 
hope of achieving a decisive defensive power within the eco- 
nomic capabilities of the Free World to sustain over a long 
period of time. It is this goal of attaining overpowering 
defensive capabilities at reduced cost in men and money 
towards which the Army addresses itself. While this is not 
a capacity of the present, it is a potentiality of the future 
which clearly lies within our total capabilities. 

Meanwhile, in fields other than atomic energy, the Army 
is also looking to the future. In fact, we are conducting a 
vigorous research and development program which reaches 
into all fields of ground warfare and defense from the 
ground against enemy aircraft. 


There is still a tendency on the part of a few to feel that 
the ground soldier has become obsolescent in this modern 
machine age and I think this results partially from a natural 
desire to find a simple and easy solution when there is no 
easy and simple solution, and partially because the Army has 
been conservative in presenting its modern approach to the 
general problem. 

I can assure you that the Army is prepared to play its 
part, and effectively, in an atomic age, and that the day when 
the role of the foot soldier is neglected in our defense will 
be a tragic one for the Free World. 
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RELIGION AND ECONOMICS 


By HUGHSTON M. McBAIN, Chairman, Marshall Field § Company, Chicago, Illinois 
Delivered before the American Management Association, Chicago, Illinois, February 19, 1952 


because he is humble and eternally searching for the 

truth. In almost every sermon he frankly admits 
his limitations, but in each he manages to share with his 
congregation some newly-acquired knowledge. He shares 
his enthusiasm for living and inspires his listeners to seek 
better lives through an understanding of truth. 

One day the preacher said to me, “My field is religion. 
All my life I have sought to understand and to explain 
religious concepts. Of late I find myself studying economics, 
and I find myself wondering about the capitalistic system. 
I hear appeals from many quarters to do my part in helping 
mankind by preaching against the evils of the capitalistic 
economic system. 

“Now, 1 want people to live happy and contented lives. 
I want to see poverty and pain eradicated. But I’m not a 
businessman. I have had no business training. Economics 
is your forte—not mine. I know little about it. Tell me, 
don’t you think I should forget it and devote my whole 
effort directly to serving God by preaching His word?” 

I doubt that I gave the preacher a very satisfactory answer 
at the time, probably because I was inwardly inclined to 
agree with him that he should stick to his preaching business 
while I should stick with my economic business. 

But I have been thinking a great deal about his dilemma. 
It raises some vital questions for every one of us. I would 
like to give my friend the preacher an answer now, if I can, 
by considering these questions: 

Does economics have a place in the world of religion? 
Is there any connection between a capitalistic society and 
the religious way of life? Is there any connection between 
a socialistic society and religion? Is there any common de- 
nominator among them? 

Now, I studied economics in college. It seemed all “busi- 
ness” to me then. Economic principles and religious precepts 
seemed to be as far apart as the North Pole is from the 
South. 

Each subject is so complex that relating one to the other 
seems futile. However, in the business world, I have learned 
not to be baflled by any problem just because it seemed com- 
plicated. I also learned that complex problems can be solved 
simply and understandably. 

Whenever a complicated, involved solution to a problem 
is proffered it is generally no good. Basic truths are clear 
and simple. Solutions which are so complicated as to be al- 
most incomprehensible generally are offered by those who 
wish to confuse, or to cover up their own lack of under- 
standing. 

Let us try to state the problem simply and find a simple 
answer. 

I propose to discuss the subject of people in general; how 
people act under the capitalistic system; how they act under 
socialistic systems, and why they act as they do. In other 
words, I want to consider the science of economics from the 
viewpoint of human behavior. 


A FRIEND of mine is a great preacher. He is great 


Thousands of books, millions of words have been devote 
to mankind and his actions throughout the ages. The sub. 
ject covers the entire history of man and his works, fron 
the dawn of history down to the current day. It embraces, 
of course, the whole story of man on this earth, his every 
thought and action. A big subject? Yes. Complex? |p. 
finitely so. Let’s attempt to make it simple by defining oy 
area and our purpose. 

First I want to make a few basic assumptions, with which 
I believe you will agree: 

1. You and I are alive. 


2. No human being has the power to alter any of God 
natural laws. 

3. Each of us has the natural right—from God—to pro. 
tect and defend his life, liberty, and his property. (It 
was Thomas Jefferson who said: ““The God who gave 
us life gave us liberty at the same time.” ) 

4. We have the power to think and reason, and no other 
creatures on this earth are endowed with capabilities 
approaching those of mankind. 

5. Because we have the power to think and reason, we 
have the power to control our actions. Thus we are 
born with the liberty to pursue whatever ends we 
elect, unless circumvented by our fellow men. 

6. Experience teaches us all that right and good actions 
produce varying rewards, the greatest among which is 
happiness. Conversely, of course, wrong and improper 
actions produce opposite results. (Parenthetically, | 
think we can also agree that each person is solely 
responsible for his own actions, so that responsibility 
in the final analysis can never be shifted to any other 
persons. ) 

7. None of us is perfect but, at the same time, each of 
us is capable of improvement. 

8. Mankind achieves his maximum happiness when living 
as part of a group with his fellow creatures. Yet each 
of us is an individual, infinite and variable. 


Now, misunderstandings all too frequently occur in the 
field of semantics. I say “democracy” and its means some- 
thing to me; perhaps something quite different to you. I use 
the word “liberty”. Your definition may be completely dif- 
ferent from mine. 

Even Abraham Lincoln wrestled with the problem. This 
is an excerpt from one of his lesser known speeches: 


“The world has never had a good definition of the 
word ‘liberty’, and the American people, just now, are 
much in want of one. We all declare for liberty; but in 
using the same word, we do not all mean the same thing. 
With some, the word ‘liberty’ may mean for each man to 
do as he pleases with himself and the product of his labor; 
while with others, the same word may mean for some men 
to do as they please with other men and the products of 
other men’s labor. Here are two not only different but 
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incompatible things called by the same name—liberty. 

And it follows that each of the things is, by the respec- 

tive parties, called by two different and incompatible 

names—liberty and tyranny.” 

I intend here to use certain words frequently. Since it is 
vital that you and I have an understanding concerning the 
meanings of these words, I propose to define them as we 
proceed. ' 

First, let us take the simple word “law”. There are many 
kinds of law, first among which are the moral or natural 
laws derived from God. I refer, of course, to such things as 
the law of gravity, the law of life, and the law of personal 
responsibility. We are, I believe, already in agreement that 
no human being can alter these. There are man-made laws 
of a thousand and one varieties. 

I shall use the term “law” only as it applies in protect- 
ing the God-given right of every single individual to lawful 
defense of his person, his liberty and his property. If every 
person has such God-given rights of defense it follows natur- 
ally that any group of men has a corresponding right to 
organize and support whatever type of defensive force is 
needed to protect such rights. Life, liberty, and property 
do not exist because of man-made laws. They existed long 
before any such laws were dreamed of. 

If mankind has the privilige of protecting his life, liberty, 
and property, it follows logically that he cannot at the same 
time have the opposite right of using his own force aggres- 
sively (or a collective force aggressively) to destroy the per- 
son, liberty, or property of another. 

Next, let’s consider the word “economics”. If defined as 
the science of human action, or theory of human behavior, 
which it surely is, I believe we will be on firm ground. We 
all know that humans behave in millions of different ways 
for millions of different reasons. Most of their acts from 
primitive man down to today are motivated by two basic 
compulsions : 


1. To stay alive, and 
2. To attain the maximum possible measure of happiness. 


Every act of every human being on earth is directed 
toward one or both of these ultimate goals. The fact that 
some men lose their lives, and some never achieve happiness, 
inno way refutes this statement. 

Since it is virtually impossible for any man to achieve 
either of these basic God-given desires by living completely 
isolated from the rest of mankind, man has from time im- 
memorial banded together in order to pursue his objectives 
most effectively. 

If you grant the assumption that mankind was intended 
to live in groups with his fellow creatures, the next ques- 
tion is: Which, if any, of his God-given rights is mankind 
willing to relinquish to the group (or any member of the 
group) with which he lives? This question could be debated 
for hours. I believe eventually we would come to complete 
agreement that none of us willingly would delegate many 
such rights to others. 

For example, would you delegate to anyone (even your 
best friend) control over your wife, your children, your 
home, your clothing, your food, your actions, or the products 
of your labors? Conversely, probably each of you would 
willingly and gladly delegate to others the right to protect 
you from anyone who attempted to destroy you, your family, 
your liberty or your property. 

Our forefathers did so delegate when they banded to- 
gether, wrote the Declaration of Independence and our Con- 
stitution. They established a form of government which per- 





mitted and encouraged the development of the economic sys- 
tem that we now call capitalism. It might better be termed 
the market economy system. The government they established 
delegated to no one any power of aggression or plunder 
against others, and thus protected each citizen from every 
conceivable kind of aggression against his life, liberty and 
the pursuit of happiness. It thereby permitted human beings 
to exercise their fullest potentialities, or God-given inalien- 
able rights, to their individual utmost capabilities. . They 
established law in its purest sense as a “common force or- 
ganized to act as an obstacle to injustice”. No wonder we 
were brought up to believe that “law is justice”, when it 
was designed to save us from harm. 

Our forefathers might easily have picked a different form 
of government. ‘They might have decided upon a socialized 
society based on belief in the frailty of the individual, that 
he has no capacity to choose wisely and well, and that he 
must be protected and made secure from his own mistakes. 
‘Then they would have decreed that his actions, his human 
behavior, should be directed and channeled into serving the 
State. They would have preached that it was insufficient for 
laws to be just—that they must also be philanthropic, and 
guarantee to every citizen complete protection from all the 
normal hazards of living. They would direct his every ac- 
tion and save him from himself. 

If they had established such a socialistic society they prob- 
ably would have been unable to explain why their chosen 
dictators, or leaders, or planners would themselves have been 
free from the frailties of the people they would plan for. 
They would have been unable to explain how they could 
have enforced their plans, without the liberty of their sub- 
jects being legally destroyed, with justice being trampled 
underfoot as a result. How could they (or the modern 
socialist of today) avoid transgressing God’s concept of indi- 
vidual responsibility which He willed to mankind, so that 
every man could choose between vice and virtue, with re- 
sulting punishment or reward? If we agree that our concept 
of law is correct; that it is to prevent injustice from reigning, 
it must follow logically that when law is diverted from this 
proper purpose it becomes an instrument of plunder. 


If we grant that even though mankind is imperfect, he is 
still the highest manifestation of God’s will in the universe; 
if we grant that mankind by nature must live in groups, then 
our problem is brought sharply into focus: under what kind 
of an economy or social order will mankind’s possibilities 
take root and flower to their fullest ? 

Let’s analyze the two systems, ignoring man’s frailties for 
the moment. 

Under the capitalistic system each man acts to serve his 
fellow citizens. Each also is served by his fellow citizens. 
That world-famous slogan of Rotary, “He who serves best 
profits most”? come to mind. When I first heard it as a 
child I thought it rather silly. Today I consider it profound. 
He who serves best profits most. Under the capitalistic 
system every man is given complete freedom to do his best, 
to serve his best. 

Funk & Wagnall’s defines capitalism as “a system that 
favors the concentration of capital in the hands of a few.” 
I respectfully differ and submit what to me is a more ac- 
curate definition, namely, that “capitalism is a system gov- 
erned by the market economy.” Under this system, however 
you define it, the real boss is the consumer. Even though he 
is a harsh boss, he is a just one. Every one of us—every 
citizen in this land—is collectively the captain, judge, and 
jury of the capitalistic system. The laws of nature prevail. 
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As Goethe wisely said: 


“Nature understands no jesting. She is always true, 
always serious, always severe; she is always right, 
and the errors and faults are always those of man. 
The man incapable of appreciating her she despises 
and only to the apt, the pure, and the true does 
she resign herself and reveal her secret.” 


Superficial observers think because businessmen have 
money, or capitalists furnish money, that they are supreme. 
On the contrary, they are bound to obey unconditionally the 
“consumer captain’s” orders. They cannot determine for 
long what to produce, how many to produce, or selling prices 
—the consumers do that. Every businessman knows that if 
he does not obey the orders of the public, if he does not 
serve the public by manufacturing what it likes, or offer 
goods and services for prices it will pay, he will suffer losses, 
eventually go bankrupt and be completely removed from the 
scene. Other men who did better in satisfying the demands 
of the captains—that is, the consumers—will replace him. 

It is we as consumers who decide which companies shall 
prosper and which shall fail. We as consumers are bosses 
full of whims and fancies, changeable and unpredictable. 
When we see something we want and buy it, we do not care 
an iota about the past merit or vested interests of the person 
from whom we buy. If something is offered to us tomorrow 
better or cheaper, or both, we desert our old purveyor. 

The old mousetrap story was true 100 years ago and is 
true today. If we make the best one, and it is priced right, 
and we serve 1000 people—we prosper. If we serve a mil- 
lion and do it better than our mousetrap competitors, we 
prosper a thousand-fold. And not because we are capitalistic. 
We prosper only because we serve more people better than 
others, we satisfy their wants, we help them along the way. 

The same harsh but fair criterion applies to those who 
sell their services. Those who work best, work hardest, do 
more than expected of them rather than less, cannot help 
but profit more. All of us know that the most difficult task 
is getting enough people to de well what. is expected of them, 
and eventually do it better than expected. Those who keep 
it up are rewarded with greater opportunities—as well as 
responsibilities. In other words, it is under the driving 
power of competition, of freedom of choice that it is possible 
for each individual to exercise to the fullest his God-given 
right of liberty, and to reap the just rewards of proper hu- 
man behavior. 

God has given to everyone that which is necessary for him 
to fulfill his destiny. He has given mankind the opportunity 
to succeed and the opportunity to fail. He has permitted 
and encouraged men to acquire property as the fruits of their 
labors. Is not the Commandment, “Thou Shalt not steal,” 
an absolute endorsement of private property rights? And 
nowhere under God’s natural laws is there authority to 
establish devices which permit “legalized plunder” of other 
people’s property, whether done under the name of social 
security, tariffs, rent control, progressive taxation, price con- 
trols, production controls or subsidies. 

Under the economy of socialism, looting is not only per- 
mitted but legalized and encouraged. Under its systems the 
harder a man works, and the better he serves his fellow 
mankind—the more he is penalized! Yet these same socialists 
tell us that they act solely for the sake of “humanity.” They 
use words like “liberty” to describe their curtailment of the 
greatest liberty any man can enjoy; that is, the product of 
his own labors. They say in effect (though, of course, never 
openly) that they “know better how to use your money and 
mine than we do.” They gloss over the fact that they have 
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no captain, the consumer, to leave them stranded as a penalty 
for mistakes of buying too much, paying too much, or plap. 
ning wrongly. They might decide to take a billion dolla, 
from us and establish a peanut farm in Alaska. (Others hay 
tried it in Africa!) If it failed, of course, it would be ny 
fault of theirs and they would take another billion next yeg, 
for some other purpose. The penalty of failure does not exig 
under that system. Little wonder it has its enthusiastic sup. 
porters! But under the capitalistic system men reap directly 
the penalties of their own errors. They either serve sony 
part of humanity and serve it well, or they fail; there is no 
other choice. 

In summary, I believe that “all authority is derived frop 
God and resides in the free consent of the governed.” |; 
follows, then, that the rights of man to life, liberty, and the 
pursuit of happiness cannot be grants of a sovereign or of 
a state, but are inalienable because they are received of God, 
‘These personal responsibilities cannot be delegated to any 
state without the loss of the moral and spiritual integrity 
of the person. y 

I believe this because I have a basic faith in God, and be. 
cause I firmly believe He wanted mankind to grow, to learn 
through experience, to learn by making mistakes, and thus 
to build a better world. The early American relied on God 
and received direction from within. He did not need coercion 
from the State. These pioneers kept government at a dis. 
tance, and severely curbed the range of its powers. As a 
result, there was such a release of human energy as the world 
had never witnessed before. The new type of representative 
government they established was built on the solid rock of 
individual dignity, responsibility and independence set forth 
by Moses, and codified in the Ten Commandments. It wa 
taught and practiced by Jesus. And in all their teachings we 
find nothing to suggest that we set apart any of our fellow 
creatures and delegate to them authority to control the life 
liberty or property of another. They did not appoint certain 
individuals as gods over God. 

So much for contrasts between the two systems. Now let’ 
look at the human angle, at man’s frailties and shortcomings, 

I have some acquaintances who are socialists. I have others 
who would disavow being socialists but strongly argue in 
favor of government planning for our economic lives. Some 
of these people are just plain stupid; on the other hand, 
some are highly intelligent and, I believe, completely sincere. 
They all point to a standard set of reasons (which seem 
significant to them) why the capitalistic system is unsound, 
reactionary, and unfair. Here they are: 


1. Unfair wages, hours, and working conditions. 
2. Injustice—some people make too much, some 
too little. 
3. Unfair trade practices. 
4. Discrimination between employes. 
5. Unnecessary duplication of effort, such as two rail- 


roads operating between two cities when one could 
carry the load. 


You have heard all of these, I am sure. Most everyone 
is against “Sin.” At first glance these ideas sound logical 
and humane. But if you examine them carefully, you will 
find that no one of them has anything whatever to do with 
the system. They all have to do with man’s failure and 
imperfections. I think the worst thing that could happen 
in the United States (or any other country for that matter) 
would be the overthrow of a system under which we have 
achieved the greatest dignity and freedom for the individual 
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in the history of the world—simply because we erroneously 
blame the system for human errors. 

Let’s consider a moment—wouldn’t it be stupid to con- 
demn surgery because you could prove that Dr. Jones erred 
and his patient died? Would any sane man condemn the 
architectural profession because the ABC Firm designed a 
puilding that collapsed? Do you think intelligent people 
would ever prohibit the manufacture of automobiles because 
gme drivers wreck them in foolhardy driving? Should all 
colleges be closed because some of them have permitted un- 
desirable professors on their faculties? Should religion be 
condemned because one of its dignitaries violates one of the 
Ten Commandments? None of these illustrations, silly as 
they seem, are one whit more ridiculous than running away 
from the best economic system the world has ever known 
because 2 few businessmen were sinners or chumps—or both. 

Some of my state planner friends may still be unconvinced 
and say, “Well, that may be true, but surely you must blame 
the capitalistic system for the horrible cyclical periods of 
prosperity and depression which have occurred.” 

The answer, of course, is that the capitalistic system, as 
conceived by our forefathers, never existed with such com- 
plete freedom for mankind prior to the birth of the United 
States. Yet the world has experienced just such periods of 
prosperity and depression from the beginnings of recorded 
history. Surely the permission of maximum human endeavor 
does not cause such cycles. Human fears could well prove to 
be the real cause. And fear has long been the order of the 
day under old governmental restrictions, during wars, and 
under state controls over mankind. Government interference 
with the normal market economy is no phenomenon of re- 
cent origin. Perhaps all of us should read again “The De- 
dine and Fall of the Roman Empire.” 

In conclusion, I return to my friend, the preacher. I 
must now answer his question about whether he should drop 
the study of economics and stick to religion. , 

I know now that I was wrong in assuming quickly that he 
should stick to his religious field. I think my preacher friend, 
and all other spiritual leaders in this land of ours, should 
study economics. I think they should seek unceasingly to 
learn all they can about the whole of human behavior, eco- 
nomic as well as spiritual. 
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I believe, too, that businessmen should not limit their study 
to that relatively small segment of life that has to do with 
human behavior in the market place. I think businessmen, 
like the clergy, should broaden their horizons and, joining 
together, proclaim throughout the land that God intended 
men to be free to make their own decisions and to be respon- 
sible for the consequences of those decisions. 

We should all proclaim that it is an act against Ged for 
men to pass laws which destroy individual liberty, which 
deprive persons of responsibility for their own acts or for 
their own welfare. 

As Ben Morrell, Chairman of the Jones & Laughlin Steel 
Corporation, said recently, “. . . let us resolve that hence- 
forth we shall never again render unto Caesar those things 
that are God’s, for that is precisely what we do when we 
yield to political rulers the power to administer moral law.” 

Let us resolve instead that each one of us, every man, shall 
recognize his rights as God-given, exercise them in his own 
good conscience, and stand steadfast in their defense as his 
most priceless heritage. 
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